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Tuere appeared in last week’s Law Zimes a most 
lame, impotent, and self-contradictory excuse or ex- 
planation about the discreditable conduct of its pro- 
prietor in the matter of his now notorious circular. 
We do not intend to waste many words upon this last 
production. It confutes itself, and requires no answer ; 
but we cannot let it pass without a word or two of 
comment. The first thing to be noticed is, that the proprie- 
tor of the Law Times now admits that when he stated in 
his circular that this Journal “had failed "—meaning 
_ thereby to suggest its discontinuance—he was fully 


' aware of the absolute untruth of the statement. His 


| apology is that as “the Law Newspaper Company’ 
_ had announced its intention of dissolving itself volun-’ 
_ tarily, he naturally concluded that its publications— 

namely, the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter— 
would be discontinued. He admits, however, that the 
letter to the shareholders of the company from which 
_ he obtained his information also contained a distinct 
_ announcement that the copyright of these publications 
_ had been sold, subject to the approval of the share- 

holders; and he does not deny that he forthwith put 
_ all possible machinery in motion for the purpose 
of ousting the purchasers, so that he himself might 
_ become the proprietor of this journal. The re- 
ception which his overtures received, without a 
dissentient voice, from the shareholders, was the 
only reply which he got to the private printed cir- 
culars and beseeching written notes which he addresved 
to these gentlemen—in both of which he bewailed the 
» fate of his own journal, if the Solicitors’ Journal should 
_ be eontinued in other hands. But at the same time he 
_ distributed, far and wide throughout the provinces, his 
notorious public circular, intended to delude the unwary 
_ into the notion that our publication had ceased to exist. 
He now affects to pity the shareholders of the Law 
_ Newspaper Company. The large body of gentlemen 
who have willingly subscribed their money to es- 
tablish a suitable organ of the profession, can afford 
| to be pitied by the proprietor of the Law Times. 
_ They consider that they have purchased, at a cheap 
price, immunity from the discredit of being represented 
by such a journal. Henceforth we recommend our 
» contemporary to change its title from the Law Times 
to the Law Touter, and to stereotype its proprietor’s cireu- 
_ laras a model for all touters in time to come. Asa prece- 
dent in the practice of touting, it may be regarded as 
| perfect ; and we further suggest to its author that it 

might be made a valuable text for a series of papers on 
_ the qualifications and conditions of success required for, 
as well as the advantages obtained by, touting. We 
' intend to add nothing more to what we have already 
| written upon this subject, as there is neither glory nor 
profit in killing the slain. 


' Since the foregoing was in type, and at the last 
| moment before going to press, we have seen what is 
' called an ‘extra number’ of the Law Times, which we 





understand has received an extensive gratuitous circu- 
lation. It contains an address to the profession which 
is full of mis-statements. Here are someof them. It is 
stated that when the Law Times was started the profés- 
sion had no representative in the press—the fact being, 
however, that the Legal Observer, which afterwards 
became incorporated with the Solicitors’ Journal, was 
established some years prior to the existence of the Law 
Times. It is also said that the “system of rapid and 
complete reporting” was introduced by the Law 
Times; whereas in truth—as is well known—the 
Weekly Reporter was started ten years’ ago to meet 
a universally acknowledged want in this respect, and at 
onee sprang into a large circulation, which it still re- 
tains. There is, moreover, in this “address” a great 
abundance of mock heroics, about what the Zaw Times 
has done and suffered for country solicitors. In reply 
we need only say that a considerable majority of the pro- 
moters and shareholders of the company which founded 
the Solicitors’ Journal, were and are country solicitors ; 
and we may add that, upon its appearance, many of 
the leading provincial law societies passed resolutions 
pledging themselves to support it. A further attempt 
is made to damage us, by an untrue assertion, that one 
of the main objects with which this journal was started 
was to serve metropolitan as against provincial interests 
—which is best answered by the fact that of the twenty 
original directots of the company ten were country 
solicitors of the highest respectability. A passage in 
the letter of the secretary te the shareholders of the 
company, stating that “ during every long vacation the 
circulation of the journal slightly decreased,” is twisted 
into a statement “that the cireulation declined every 
year”——which is the very reverse of the fact. A great 
deal is said about the company having expended all 
its capital, and had, therefore, failed in its object. The 
truth is, that the Company has succeeded in its object 
by establishing a respectable organ for the profession ; 
and many of its shareholders would be quite ready and 
willing to expend much more money for the same pur- 
pose—if necessary ; but it is not. Without the weight 
of so cumbrous a body as a company, there is no fear 
whatever of the complete success of the Solicitors’ 
Journal and Weekly Reporter. The proprietor of the 
Law Times is anxious to be informed how the money of 
the company was expended. We are unable to inform him 
precisely upon this point, but have no doubt that a con- 
siderable portion of it has gone in paying for literary 
contributions to our two publications. Perhaps the 
company may have been too liberal in this respect ; 
but must we speak of the practice of the proprietor of 
the Law Times on this delicate point? We should 
prefer to abstain from doing so; but we are in a position 
to give the public some curious items of information as 
to the literary tariff of our generous contemporary. 
We say only that should Fate any day compel us to the 
unhappy alternative of conducting this journal as 
the Law Times is managed, or an absolute dissolu- 
tion, we shall have no hesitation in adopting the 
more honourable course. But there is no chance of our 
being driven into this dilemma. We undertake to 

satisfy even the proprietor of the Law Times, that the 
difference between the sum expended for literary contri- 

butions to the two journals for the time during which 
the Solicitors’ Journal has been in existence is little less 
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than the entire capital of the company. There is, there- 
fore, abundant margin for retrenchment in our expendi- 
ture, without obliging us to condescend to the practice 
of the proprietor of the Zaw Times, or to sink so low as 
to fear comparison with that journal. 


THE en a death of the Prince Consort has 
cast a general gloom over all classes of society. One of 
the earliest important public acts of His Royal High- 
ness being the enrolment of himself as an honorary 
member of the legal profession, it is very natural 
that the sad event should have created a profound 
feeling of regret among those whom he honoured by 
association. When the news became general—on 
Monday morning last—it was impossible to postpone 
the sittings of the various courts of law and equity 
without producing great inconvenience, and involving 
suitors in a large amount of additional expense. The 
judges of the superior courts, therefore, resolved, but 
with reluctance, to proceed with the discharge of judicial 
business, which was accordingly done. e late la- 
mented Prince, in addition to his other intellectual ac- 
quirements, had a considerable knowledge of the 
principles of aaa ie. and of the peculiar features 
of English law. Very shortly after he commenced his 
residence in this country he availed himself of the in- 
struction of Mr. W. davys, Q.C., the author of the 
well-known work on Nisi Prius; and it is certain that 
the information which Prince Albert thus obtained about 
the legal and constitutional history of this country 
produced the most beneficial results. No sovereign of 
these realms ever manifested such scrupulous regard for 
the principles and limitations of our constitution as Her 
gracious Majesty Queen Victoria; and in the many 
complicated and difficult questions which required the 
consideration of our sovereign, it is not unlikely that 
her Majesty frequently had recourse to the well nie Mave 
and judicious advice of her now lamented Consort. 
Upon the occasion of the opening of the New Hall and 
Library of Lincoln’s Inn in 1848, Prince Albert 
was elected a barrister and bencher of the society 
of Lincoln’s-inn; and, as our readers are aware, the 
Prince of Wales, following the example of his illus- 
trious father, recently honoured the society of the Inner 
a by becoming one of its benchers. In addition 
to the respectful testimonies to the memory of the 
Prince Consort which fell from the lips of the judges of 
the superior courts, the judges of county courts and 
‘other minor jurisdictions throughout the country gave 
expression to the sentiment of profound grief which 
pervaded all classes. The Law Amendment Society, 
which was on Monday evening to have discussed a paper 
on the exciting topic of the Trent affair, adjourned with- 
out doing so, in consequence cf the melancholy event, 
Sir Lawrence Peel and Mr. G. W. Hastings having paid a 
tribute to the memory of the Prince. The Law Students’ 
Debating Society also adjourned its meeting on Tues- 
day, having first a resolution recording “ its 
deep sorrow at the irreparable loss the country had sus- 
tained, and its heartfelt sympathy with her Majesty 
and the Royal Family.” 

The Lord Chancellor has ordered that all the offices 
under his lordship’s jurisdiction shall be closed on 
Monday next, the = appointed for the funeral of 
the Prince Consort. e Judges of the superior courts 
of common law have also issued a similar order. The 
Court of Bankruptcy will not sit on thatday. It is 
believed that, with the exception of the office for the 
= of bills of sale, all the public law offices 

ill be closed. 


In a recent case before Lord Westbury his lordship 
took occasion to condemn a common practice in chan- 
cery procedure, which has become extremely: incon- 
venient, and very often involves a great deal of needless 
expense. Many practitioners appear to forget, when 





’ 
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drawing affidavits in a chancery suit, that the rules of 
evidence are the same on both sides of Westminster 
Hall; and that it is, therefore, improper to offer deli- 
berately as written evidence what would certainly be 
objected to if delivered orally before the judge. It is 
no uncommon thing to see an affidavit, the greater 
portion of which is made up of opinions or argu- 
ments, or still worse, what is merely hearsay evidence. 
This of course involves a greatly increased bulk of paper 
and amount of work, and thereby the costs of the suit 
become considerably increased. It should always be 
borne in mind that ordinarily affidavits are ly the 
vehicle of evidence, and that the party deposing is 
bound either to state facts within his own pacts Bey 
or to mention the sources of his knowledge of any 
other fact which he may state. That is the rule in regu- 
lar suits, and in all petitions and motions ert 
motions for decree) in the Court of Chancery. Motions 
for decree constitute an exception in this respect. We 
pointed out last week* the anomaly which characterises 
affidavits in such cases. The affidavits of the defen- 
dant, and also those of the plaintiff in reply, in a cause 
brought on for hearing on motion for decree, of 
the nature of pleading, as we then showed. But even 
in these cases, it is not less ag ape he cus in others, 
to attend to the rules of evidence, in whatever is offered 
as evidence, and not as a plea or asa statement of the 
case of the party making the affidavit. It is to be hoped 
that the Lord Chancellor's observations will correct the 
evil against which they were directed. 


Tue Reverenp Jonn Stewart Perowne and Mr. 
Johann Muncke have been appointed special examiners 
under the provisions of the Attorneys and Solicitors 
Act of last year. The following is the order for the 
examinations :— 

Whereas by an order made by us, the Right Honourable the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, the Right 
Honourable the Master of the Rolls, the Right Honourable the 
Lord Chiet Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, and the 
Right Honourable the Lord Chief Baron of the Court of Ex- 
chequer, on the 26th day of July, 1861, it was amongst other 
things ordered, that from and after the first day of Hilary 
Term, 1862, every person proposing to enter into articles of 
clerkship, not having been called to the degree of utter barris- 
ter in England, or not having taken a degree or passed the ex- 
amination prescribed under the 5th section of the Act 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 127, shall produce to the registrar of attorneys a cer- 
tificate that he has successfully passed an examination by 
specialgexaminers appointed by us, and that such last men- 
tioned examination be held at such times and places as the 
examiners shall from time to time appoint, and consist of an 
examination on the subjects specified in the said order of the 
26th July, 1861, 

1. Now, in furtherance of the said order we hereby order 
and appoint that the following gentlemen, the Rev. John 
James Stewart Perowne, M.A., fellow of Corpus Christi Col- 
lege, Cambridge, and Johann Fried Christoph Muncke, of 
Bruce-terrace, Northumberland Park, Tottenham, a doctor in 
philosophy in the University of Leipsic, be examiners until the 
lst day of December, 1862, to examine every person who shall 
apply to be examined pursuant to the said Act of 23 & 24 Vict. 
c. 127, and our order of the 26th July, 1861. 

And we direct as follows :— 

That the examinations shall be conducted in the Hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society in Chancery-lane, and at the follow- 
ing towns, under the supervision of two local solicitors, to be 


appointed by the examiners: 
Oxford Leeds Cardiff 
Cambridge Newcastle-on-Tyne} Chester 
Worcester Durham Carmarthen 
Birmingham Plymouth Swansea 
Lincoln Exeter Shrewsbury 
Manchester Bristol Salisbury 
Liverpool Brighton Lancaster 
York Maidstone Carlisle 


2. That every person so applying to be examined shall give 
one month’s notice in writing to the registrar of attorneys of 





* Ante, p. 107, 
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his application to be examined in the subjects specified in the 
said order of the 26th July 1861, and shall state in such notice 
the language in which he proposes to be examined under the 
second part of the subjects of examination therein mentioned, 
and the place at which he wishes to be examined. 

3. That the said examiners shall conduct the exammation 
of every such applicant in the manner and to the extent 
directed by the said order of the 26th July, 1861, and in no 
other manner and to no further extent, and that previous to 
the time y Lager for taking each examination the exami- 
ners shall leave with the registrar of attorneys a list of the 
books selected by them for such examination, and a copy of 
such list may immediately thereupon be obtained from the 
registrar. 

4. That where such examinations take place in London, 
the following shall be the form of certificate to be given to 
those who pass a satisfactory examination— 

“We certify that 
has been examined in general knowledge by us as required 
by the rules and regulations of the Lord Chief Justice of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, the Master of the Rolls, the 
Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, and the 
Lord Chief Baron of the Court of Exchequer, and we certify 
that he has passed a satisfactory examination. 

Dated the day of Mg 

5. That where such examinations take place elsewhere 
than in London, the following shall be the form of certifi- 
cate :— 

“We certify that 
has been examined in general knowledge under our direction 
as required by the rules and regulations of the Lord Chief 
Justice of the Court of Queen's Bench, the Master of tho 
Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, 
and the Lord Chief Baron of the Court of Exchequer, and 
we certify that he has passed a satisfactory examination, 

Dated the day of “ 

6. That when the applicant has passed a satisfactory ex- 
amination in one of the languages mentioned in the second 
part of the subjects of examination, the following shall be 
the form of certificate :— 

“We certify that 
has been examined by us [or under our direction] in the 

language and we certify that he has passed a satis- 
factory examination. 

Dated the 


” 


day of Z 
A. E. Cockzurn. 
Joun Romitty, M.R. 
W. Erte. 

Frep. Potiock. 


Times of Examination in 1862 :— 


February 10th and 11th. July 14th and 15th, 
May 12th and 13th. October 20th and 2ist, 


Tue Queen has been oe to direct letters patent 
to be under the Great Seal for appointing the 
Right Honourable Sir John Romilly, Knt., Master of 
the Rolls; the ap ny Honourable Francis Blackburn, 
Lord Justice of the Court of Appeal in Ch in 
Ireland; the Right Honourable James Henry 7 om ony 
Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas in Ireland ; 
the Right Honourable Abraham Brewster; the Right 
Honourable Joseph Napier; Sir William Page Wood, 
Knt., a Vice-Chancellor; Sir James Shaw Willes, Knt., 
one of the Justices of the Court of Common Pleas in 
England; Henry — Hughes, Esq., one of the Barons 
of the Court of Exc equer in Ireland ; Sir William 
Atherton, Knt., her Majesty’s Attorney-General ; the 
Right Honourable Thomas O’Hagah, her Majesty's 
Attorney-General for Ireland; Sir Roundell Palmer, 
Knt., her Majesty's Solicitor-General ; James Anthony 
Lawson, Esq., her a Solicitor-General for Ire- 
land; Sir Hugh MacCalmont Cairns, Knt.; Geo 
Markham Giffard, Esq., one of her Majesty’s Counsel ; 
Robert Bayley Follett, Esq.; and Richard John Theo- 
dore Esq., to be her Majesty's Commissioners to 
inquire into the following matters, with a view to reduce 
costs to suitors and the expenditure of the public money, 
and to assimilate, so far as may be practicable, the ad- 
ministration of justice in England and Ireland :— 

1. The constitution, establishment, practice, pro- 





cedure, and fees of the Superior Courts of Common Law 


in Ireland ; 

2. The differences between the constitution and the 
forms of practice, procedure, and fees of the Courts of 
Chancery of England and of Ireland. 


Mr. Henry Putte Rocus, barrister-at-law, of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, has been appointed one of the registrars of 
the Court of Bankruptcy, in the room of Mr. T. B. H 
Abrahall, who has been appointed a commissioner in 
bankru for the Newcastle district, in the place of 
the late Mr. Nathaniel Ellison. 


Mr. Freperic Evstace Mawes, of No. 12, Belsize- 
park, Hampstead, has been appointed a London Com- 


missioner to administer oaths in the High Court of 
Chancery. 


Tue next quarter! 
Debating Society, wil 
January, next. 

On THE 17th inst., Parliament was further prorogued 
until Tuesday, the 7th of January, next. 


een 


WHAT IS A BANK? 


Neither the British public nor the law of E 
ap to have any definite notion of what is a 
and consequently both one and the other are in the 
habit of making serious mistakes upon this subject. 
We are not now going to descant upon the misfortunes 
of the shareholders and depositors of the numerous dis- 
honest ing companies which have of late come to a 
disastrous end. That theme would be too wide for dis- 
cussion here, nor can it be ny gd handled until the 
revelations of the directors of the swindling Bank of 
Deposit are complete. Our object at | sapere merely to 
consider how the Legislature and the judges have de- 
fined that notional entity—a bank. The time has come 
when it seems important to have some right conceptions 
upon this point. So many bubble com now-a- 
days profess to carry on the respectable business of 
banking, and manage to impose upon the unwary by 
the assumption of a name to which they have no mght, 
that it is certainly worth enquiring, first, what is it that 
entitles a joint stock company to assume the name of a 
bank? pou secondly, whether the assumption of the 
name ought not of itself to be sufficient for the purpose 
of including the company within the operation of the 
statutes relating to banking companies ? 

As the law now stands, a company may both assume the 
name and, to some extent transact the business of bankers ;’ 
and yet not be subject to the enactments which relate 
especially to the business of banking companies, which, in 
many respects, stand i a footing different from that of 
ordinary companies. It is, nevertheless, a curious fact 
that none of these statutes define the term “ bank” or 
describe the business of banking. The Joint Stock 
Banking Companies Act, 1857, permits the 
of “any banking company consisting of seven or more 

rsons legally carrying on the business of perag eo 
The Act which previously regulated ey stock 
in England, the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 113, in like manner speaks 
of the “ trade or business of bankers,” but affords no aid 
towards the interpretation of this term. Under either 
of these Acts all that appears necessary is that the persons 
seeking incorporation under the former or registration 
under the latter should assume the name and affect the 
business of . No machinery is provided b 
either statute for scrutinising the pretensions of suc 
companies; nor, on the other hand, for compelling the 
siehnngh they orsibe teusatandgretieets naiainaliy 

oug: use the name o ‘ess to be in . 

& bank, more not fulfil the sno anata 

i ing companies. The result, as might 

have been e. is not satisfactory, but, on the con- 
trary, rather perplexing. 


meeting of the Law Students 
be held on Tuesday, the 7th of 
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The truth is that although our statute book fre- 
quently uses the terms which we have already used so 
often, neither the Legislature nor the Bench has done 
anything more towards their definition than the enume- 
ration of a great number of particulars, many of which 
can hardly be deemed to be essential. Stunner, 
therefore, fraudulent persons desire to constitute what 
the public shall take to be a bank, without complying 
with the provisions of the statutory enactments relating 
to banks, it is extremely difficult either to prevent or to 
punish such a proceeding ; for it is altogether impossible 
—upon the present state of the authorities—to say what 
belongs to the essence, and what is merely accidental, in 
banking business. Suppose the case of a company pro- 
fessedly formed for the carrying on of a bank, but 
whose rule always required a day's notice for the pay- 
ment of a cheque—would this be a banking company ? 
Is it necessary that the cheques of customers should 
always be paid in money, and not by cheques upon other 
bankers? It would be easy to add to the number of 
such questions, but we content ourselves with suggesting 
these only, as they are sufficient to show how indefinite 
is the conception of a bank in English law—which is 
the more strange, as there is hardly any branch of our 
law which is more definitely settled for all practical 
purposes than that which relates to the ordinary tran- 
sactions of bankers. The same legal rules would appl 
to the majority of these transactions, whether they taok 
_— with bankers properly so called, or with quasi 

kers—except that the latter are more likely, if they 
are fraudulent! disposed, purposely to complicate their 
relations with their customers, in the hope of escaping 
the consequences of fraud. But the Legislature has 
seen fit to distinguish between banking companies and 
all others; and if this distinction is at all advisable 
there seems to be every reason why it should be intel- 
ligible, and be based upon clear ground. After all the 
legislation of the past five years upon joint stock com- 
panies, it is too bad that there should still be any doubt 
as to what constitutes a banking company, and, there- 
fore, as to what jurisdiction is applicable to certain 
important cases. 

Jnder these circumstances would it not be reasonable 
to treat, at least, all companies which assume the title 
of a bank, or profess to carry on banking business, as being 
estopped from denying what they plainly assert when 
it suits their purpose? It might be difficult to prove 
that a company not professing to do but actually doing 
banking business was liable to the statutory provisions 
affecting such companies; but the rule which we re- 
commend would not only be of application, but 
could hardly be regarded otherwise than as fair and 
reasonable. In truth, great inconvenience is not unlikely 
to arise from the absence of such a rule. It was only 
last week that a vigorous struggle took place before the 
Lords Justices upon the questions, first, whether the “Dis- 
trict Savings Bank Limited” was a banking company ; 
and, by way of corollary, secondly, whether it ought to 
be declared bankrupt at Basinghall-street, or wound up 
in Lincoln’s-inn. Upon the first point the 9 Geo. 4, 
c. 92, s. 2, was cited to show that the savings banks 
were defined as associations “in the nature of banks,” 
and it appeared that the actual business of this com- 
pany was such as joint stock banks adopt in some of 
their branches—viz., the receiving of deposits and pay- 
ing interest to the depositers—as well as the lending 
on various securities of the funds so deposited, and the 
discounting of bills. Upon the second point the ar- 
gument in favour of Chancery was as follows :—By sect. 
2 of the Act of 1856 banking companies were excluded 
from its provisions; by the Joint Stock Banking 
Companies Act, 1857, sect. 2 of the Joint Stock Com- 

nies Act, 1856 was repealed; but by the same Act, 
feakiny companies were prohibited from being regis- 
tered with limited liability; and unlimited banking 
companies were subjected to the provisions of the 
Act of 1856, so far as affeeted winding-up. By the 





21 & 22 Vict. c. 91, the prohibition inst bank- 
ing companies being registered with limited liability 
was removed, and by that Act unlimited banking com- 
panics were to be wound up in the same manner as was 
by the Joint Stock Banking Companies Act, 1857, pro- 
vided with respect to companies “other than limited 
companies,” thus making the same jurisdiction appli- 
cable to the winding-up both of limited and unlimited 
banking companies— namely, the Court of Chancery. 

On the other hand, it was contended that the com- 
pany was not a banking company, because it did not 
embrace what wes insisted upon as essential to the 
business of banking—viz., the paying cheques to order. 
Moreover, that by the Banking Act of 1857 the shares 
of all banking companies must be £100 shares, whereas 
these were only £1 shares; that all banking companies 
must be registered under the Banking Acts of 1857 and 
1858, whereas, as a fact appearing by the certificate of 
registration, this company was not registered under those 
Acts, but under the Joint Stock Companies Act of 1856 ; 
and that a limited company was subject under the 
last mentioned Act to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy 
Court. 

When this matter was originally before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood, his Honour was not disposed to entertain 
any doubt upon the subject, as he considered that the 
name of the company precluded any question about the 
nature of its operations. ‘Ihe Court of Appeal, how- 
ever, arrived at a different determination, and the re- 
sult is that the case is now remitted to the Court of 
Bankruptcy. 





- 
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STUBBS’ AGENTS. 

In another part of our columns will be found the 
report of a case of Stubbs v. Lloyd, the plaintiff being 
the proprietor of Stubbs’ Gazette, the defendant the 
proprietor of Lioyd’s Weekly London Newspaper. In 
the result of the trial we confess our t satisfaction. 
We feel strongly that the system which has been grow- 
ing up of publishing “Lists” and “ Gazettes” of the 
kind discussed, is a most pernicious one, and productive 
oftentimes of cruel and disastrous consequences. The 
proprietor of Lloyd's Weekly Newspaper has, therefore, 
deserved well of the community for boldly standing the 
brunt of an action at law, when a timely submission and 
apology might, probably, have secured him from al! costs, 
but would have, ina high degree, promoted the interests 
of Mr. Stubbs. It was a case eminently for a jury of 
twelve men, above reproach, chosen from commu- 
nity, to decide. Such a tribunal, composed as it 
must necessarily be for the most part of tradesmen, 
might be thought rather favourable to the plaintiff ; the 
more 80, too, perhaps, because it was a special jury, and 
consisted, therefore, of a class raised by worldly success 
above the struggling tradesmen, who, because they 
might figure in such “lists,” would, probably, have a 
spite against them. Yet, with all these a Mr. 
Stubbs must have been painfully disappointed. The ver- 
dict in his favour, with one farthing may fairly 
be interpreted asa condemnation by the very class whom 
he proposes to protect, of the system put forward as 
their safeguard. They therefore, while unable to say 
that the article in question was not, strictly Y agree. a 
libel, valued the injury done to the plaintiff's feelings 
and character, by its very strong remarks, at one far- 
thing. But if tradesmen, with every temptation to de- 
cide partially, being as it were judges in their own cause, 
perhaps smarting under imposition by swindlers, and 
moved thereby to desire, on slight evidence, the ex- 
posure of all they deem such, can exhibit in the dis- 
charge of publie duty a high-minded disregard of selfish 
interests, and condemn the system on public grounds, 
what should be our opinion of those in our own 
profession, who are willing agents in its administra- 
tion? Is it credible that there are 700 attorneys in 
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England, Ireland, and Scotland, identified with this 
“ mercantile institution?” We fear so. A list lies be- 
fore us of “legal agents” to certain “Trade Protection 
Offices.” We look at the names, wondering who 
are these that pick up the crumbs which fall from 
their master’s table. It appears they sometimes 
need correction, and no doubt submit to it; for at 
the top of the list of = agents, in attrac- 
tive letters, is this notice, “ Subscribers having any 
cause of complaint should immediately advise the 
secretary, &c.” Perhaps, however, the profit is large— 
the retainer tempting enough to oyerbear all indepen- 
dence, to compel ready submission. ‘There is, it seems, 
a talisman confided to every subscriber which he has 
only to exhibit to one of the faithful 700 to extort a 
respectful salaam, and a ready exclamation of, “say on! 
thy servant listens.” We read in the rules “when you 
have a debt to collect in your town, consult the solicitor 
for your own district, showing him your certificate en- 
titling you to his assistance ;” and this: “ Do not forget 
to send six postage stamps with each debt.” These are 
some of the crumbs. Lastly this: “ In case of the re- 
covery of the debt and costs from the debtor, 
no further charge is made by the solicitors, exceptin 
when ings have been instituted in the English 
county courts, Irish civil bill courts, or sheriff courts of 
Scotland, on behalf of the subscribers, in which cases a 
commission of two and a half per cent. is charged on 
the amount recovered. . . here the costs are not 
obtained from the debtor the only charge to the sub- 
scriber is the actual disbursements made by the solicitor 
in the prosecution of the case.” The terms are “no 
cure, no pay.” Twoconclusions are forced upon us, that 
large numbers of tradesmen support this system and 
that many members of our honourable profession have 
ed to receive perquisites from its pro- 
moters. Of the trading community — whose error 
we regret, not despise—we would ask, do you expect 
from the humble slave of the subscriber's certificate 
ability and attention? Surely you know ability de- 
mands and deserves good wages. You offer mean terms. 
He who takes them can hardly but be inferior in his 
rofession, or he would not stoop to such employment. 
But suppose you find ability, how can you hope for that 
attentive regard to your interests which they require ? 
It is unreasonable to expect that the services of skil- 
ful and reliable men can be obtained without fair com- 
pensation, which certainly is not paid under the Stubbs’ 
system, the effect of which is to degrade the profession. 
Tt must not be forgotten, however, that in some of 
the more remote country districts—where the amount 
of business is small, and the arin yet of it consists 
in the collection, and recovery of triflmg debts—many 
and worthy men have been compelled by 
the force of cireumstances to accept an appointment 
from Mr. Stubbs. We lately received from a country 
correspondent a letter urging us to remember this fact, 
whenever we alluded to the subject. It, unfortunately, 
is too true that in some localities respectable practitioners 
have no choice between losing a considerable proportion 
of their business, and accepting an agency of a disagree- 
able and derogatory character. 
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Che Courts. 


ROLLS COURT. 
(Before the Master or THE ROLLS.) 
Dec. 16.—Lord Worsley v. Edwin James and Others.— 





_ It will be remembered that a few days since the plaintiff ob- 


tained leave to give notice of motion for this day to restrain the 


defendants from ing certain bills of exchange drawn 
upon and by the plaintiff. The Court, however, was 
informed that the suit had been ised, the plaintiff with- 


be ing all imputations upon the conduct of the defendants, 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Tue Deatu oF THE PRrixce Consort. 

Dec. 16.—The Lord Chief Justice Cocknury, on taking his 
seat this morning, said,—I and my learned brethren have 
deliberating whether it be right and becoming to sit in the 
courts to-day, and if we could have given any notice to the 
numerous suitors, witnesses, and others who are called here 
to assist in the administration of justice, we should have been 
most glad to take the opportunity of marking our deep sense 
of the national calamity and irreparable loss which we have 
sustained. But, considering the vast expense and inconvenience 
to the suitors and other persons to whom I have referred, we 
have thought that, upon the whole, we are best discharging our 
duty, and doing that which our gracious Sovereign would 
desire, by not suspending the administration of justice. 


Dec. 18.—In reply to an application from Mr. Lush to fix 
a case for Friday, 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said it would very much facili- 
tate the dispatch of business if attorneys would fix the venue 
of such cases as the one which they were then trying in Mid- 
dlesex, and try them at Westminster, so as to leave the time 
of the sittings at Guildhall as free as possible for the trial of 
commercial cases. Gentlemen who had no experience what- 
ever of commercial matters could just as well have tried the 
case. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER, 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius at Guildhall before the Lorp Cnier 
Baron and Special Juries.) 
TRADE Protection SocreT1Es—LiBEL. 

Dec. 17.— Stubbs v. Lloyd.—This was an action against the 
defendant the proprietor of Lloyd’s Weekly London N; er, 
for a libel imputing to the plaintiff. of Stubbs’ Trade 
tection Society, improper conduct in connection with the 
publication of Stubbs’ Gazette, of which he is the . 

Serjeant Shee, Mr. Hawkins, and Mr. D. D. Keane, 
were counsel for the plaintiff, and Mr. Serjeant Ballantine 
and Mr. C. H. Hopwood were counsel for the defendant. 

During his cross-examination by Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, 
the plaintiff gave the following evidence: — 

Mr. Serjeant Ballantine—Now what do you call your legal 
agents ?—That refers to the collection of debts. I mean soli- 
citors who attend to the business of subscribers on the terms 
mentioned in the prospectus. 

Oh, then yon are also a debt collector?—I am a debt collec 
tor through 700 solicitors. 

Gracious, do you keep 700 solicitors, and yet the world con- 
tinues to exist (great laughter). Do youkeep them or dothey keep 
you (laughter)?—I suppose they keep themselves. 

On the system of half charges?—No, my subscribers are 
entitled to the services of the solicitors at a less charge than 


At the conclusion of the defendant’s case, 

The Lorp Curgr Baron summed up, observing that he 
could not justify the practice under which A. could c i 
of B., and then B. should be placed under the suryei 
of 700 attorneys. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff, damages one 
farthing. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GovuLBURN.) 

Dec. 14.—In re Archibald Duffie Kidd—This was an ad- 
journed examination meeting. The bankrupt was a straw bonnet 
manufacturer, of Fore-street. 

Mr. Bagley with Mr. Stuart Eo geores for the assignees; Mr. 
C. E. Lewis for creditors; and Mr. Safgood for the bankrupt. 

Mr, William Hunt was called to give evidence on the part of 
the assignees, but he objected to take the oath. 

In answer to the Court, Mr. Hunt stated that he considered 
himself a Separatist. When on a jury at the Old Bailey some 
years ago, he made the same objection, and it was allowed. 
The taking of an oath appeared to him to be a Popish form, 
and he could not see any reason why the book should be kissed. 
After ample consideration he had come to the conclusion that 
it was only necessary to affirm. In this he was fortified by the 
opinion of Mr. Backhouse and other members of the Society of 
Friends; and he did not agree with the Articles of the Church 
of England which provided for the taking of an oath. 

The ComMissionEr was not aware that either of the Thirty- 
nine Articles provided for the taking of an oath. 
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Mr. Bagley asked that the evidence of the witness might be 
received. 

The CoMMISSIONER said it did not appear that the witness 
had any reasonable ground for refusing to take the oath. It 
seemed to him that the witness talked nonsense; that he 
laboured under some kind of delusion, He would not receive 
his evidence. 

Mr, Hunt bowed. 

Mr. Bagley pressed the Court to receive the statement of Mr. 
Hunt. The case of the assignees could not well be compre- 
hended without his evidence. 

The ComMMIssIONER again said that he would not receive the 
evidence. 

Mr. Bagley then intimated that it would be useless for him 
to proceed. He would call no other witnesses, and he would 
withdraw from the case. 

After Mr. Simmonds, of the firm of Simmonds and White, 
warehousemen, Gresham-street, had been called by Mr. Lewis, 
and had given his evidence, 

The ComMIssIoNER asked Mr. Bagley whether he still de- 
clined to address the Court? ~ 

Mr, Bagley.—I most respectfully do, Sir. 

Mr. C. £. Lewis then proceeded to address the Court for his 
clients. He made some very strong observations upon his 
Honour’s refusal to hear Mr. Hunt. His Honour had stated in 
effect that he disbelieved Mr. Hunt when he said that he objected 
upon good religious ground to take the oath. To his (Mr. 
Lewis's) certain knowledge, Mr. Hunt was a highly respectable 
man. He ventured to say that such a scene had never occurred 
in any court of justice. Mr. Lewis then referred to an Act of 
Parliament, the 3 & 4 Will. 4—an Act passed for the abolition 
of unnecessary oaths, and for the substitution of simple forms 
of affirmation. 

The CommissionER.—Were you in court when Mr. Hunt 
gave his reasons for refusing to take the oath? 

Mr. C.E. Lewis.—No; but I have correctly informed myself of 
what took place. 

The Commissioner.—Mr,. Hunt gave as one reason that he 
did not agree with one of the Thirty-nine Articles which pro- 
vided for the taking of an oath. There is no such article. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis said, he had felt it his duty to make these ob- 
servations, notwithstanding the opinion of the Court. He then 
proceeded to refer generally to the circumstances under which 
the bankrupt had obtained the goods from Messrs. Simmons & 
White, and pressed for an adverse judgment. 

The further hearing was adjourned. 


Dec. 16.—This case again came before the Court. 

His Honour, having requested the solicitors to appear be- 
fore him, referred to the first section of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 66, 
which provides that “jf any person called as a witness in any 
court of criminal jurisdiction, or required or desiring to make 
an affidavit or deposition in the course of any criminal pro- 
ceeding, shall refuse or be unwilling from conscientious motives 
to be sworn, it shall be lawful for the Court or judge, or other 
presiding officer, or person qualified to take affidavits or depo- 
sitions, being satisfied of the sincerity of such objection, to 
permit such person, instead of being sworn, to make his or her 
solemn affirmation or declaration.” The Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act contained a similar enactment, but only as to civil 
matters. Now, a newspaper which he had seen, and which 

enerally reported cases in that court very accurately, The 

‘imes, gave no reason why Mr. Hunt refused to give evidence 
on oath further than that he did not agree with the article of 
the Church of England which allowed a person to make an 
oath when called upon by the Legislature to do so. He (the 
Commissioner) was inaccurate when he said there was no such 
article; but still the fact of Mr. Hunt’s disbelief in the article 
referred to could be no reason for his refusal to give evidence 
on oath. His Honour requested the statement of Mr. Hunt to 

read 


The shorthand writer, who took down the evidence, read as 
follows :— 

“ Through reading some books written by Mr. Backhouse, 
who is connected with the Society.of Friends, through conver- 
sation with other friends, and through reading in the New Tes- 
tament, ‘ Swear not at all; let your yea be yea, and your nay 
be nay,’ and so on, the conviction increased in my mind that it 
was not right to do more than solemnly affirm; and that if a 
man could not —_ the truth at all times without an oath he 
was not to be believed at any time, and I do hope that by the 
grace of God I do universally speak the truth, here and at all 
times. Inquiring further as to what was generally understocd 
by the words in the oath ‘So help me God,’ the best informa- 





tion that I could get on the subject was that I called on the 
Almighty in the extremity of my soul, at the day of judgment, 
not to render me any assistance ifin any matter I went beyond 
the truth; and knowing that we see things sometimes with 
prejudiced eyes, and in a manner different to what they really 
exist, and, fearing that I might either in the heat or confusion 
of cross-examination, or from other causes, overstate, or gloss 
over, or extenuate, or in any manner go from the strict, plain, 
unvarnished truth, I was afraid to call upon God not to assist 
me in such a dire extremity as my soul would be in at the Day 
of Judgment if I at all went beyond the truth in these matters; 
I came to the conclusion gradually. Before I came to the 
conclusion positively that I would subject myself to any in- 
convenience rather than take an oath, some years elapsed; I 
came to that conclusion about three years ago. I cannot say 
the exact time to a year or six months. It was a gradual be- 
lief that the course I had adopted was a proper course, and 
one which it would be right to follow. The more I thought 
and conned over the matter the more I became persuaded of 
it.” 
@ His Honour continned,—On Saturday I was under the im- 
pression that it was the duty of the Court to inquire into the 
sincerity of the objection of the witness. But it would seem 
from the cases that the Court ought only to take the witness's 
own assertion as to his sincerity. I had no reason for giving 
offence to Mr. Hunt; I was merely performing what I believed 
to be my duty. With these observations I wili direct a sum- 
mons to he issued for Mr. Hunt’s examination on Thursday. 

Mr. J. N. Mason, solicitor to the assignees, said it was his 
duty as an officer uf the court to take any course his Honour 
might think necessary. But he could not say whether Mr. 
Hunt would be able to come on the day named. 

The Commiss1onER.—I believe Mr. Hunt to have been sin- 
cere in his ovjection. 

Mr. Mason said that no doubt it would be satisfactory to 
Mr. Hunt to hear this expression of his Honour’s opinion. 

The CommissioneR.—Let Mr. Hunt be summoned for 
Thursday. 


Dec. 17.—In re John Porter, a solicitor—The bankrupt a 
solicitor, late of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, applied for his discharge 
from custody, but, in the absence of notice to the detaining 
creditor, the application stood over. The debts are stated at 
£34,000, against assets nil. The bankrupt, who had been 7} 
years in prison, attributed his difficulties to engagements and 
responsibilities for clients. 


The New Registrar.—Mr. Roche, of the Chancery bar, the 
newly-appointed registrar, took his seat on Tuesday, and pre- 
sided at several first meetings. 


‘A peculiar application, under the new Bankruptcy Act, was 
made in the Liverpool Court on the 9th inst, A Mr. Hugh 
Matheson, who started in business in that town in 1849, and 
who failed two years afterwards for a very large sum, and with 
assets which have yielded a fraction over a penny in the pound, 

rayed to be delivered from the consequences of the refusal 
his certificate in 1851, and to be allowed a discharge under the 
new law. The original refusal was grounded on the fact that 
without a shilling of capital, he had carried on reckless specu- 
lation; and it appeared that in the nine subsequent years he 
had been living abroad, his friends meanwhile having offered 
to the creditors a compromise of £5,000, which was rejected. 
The plea of his counsel was that, under the circumstances, he 
had suffered enough, that the case was one for mercy, and that 
it waz a hardship he should continue to be prevented from 
“ getting his living as a trader.” On the other side it was con- 
tended that the point for the Court to consider was whether the 
petitioner was a proper person to be allowed to come again 
into the commercial world, and to enjoy once more the chance 
of being able to incur enormous debts without the smallest 
prospect of any means of meeting them. The Commissioner 
decided in the negative, and the application was dismissed with 
costs, whereupon notice of appeal was given. 





CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT, 
(Before the RECORDER.) 


Dec. 16,—Upon the names of the grand jury being called 
over two of the gentlemen who had been summoned to serve 3 


grand jurors refused to be sworn. 
The Recorver inquired upon what ground they declined to 
take the oath. . 


They both stated that they had a conscientious objection to 
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take an oath, as they believed it was contrary to the law of God. 

The Lonp Mayor observed that this was no legal ground 
of exemption, and if it were to be admitted as an excuse any 
geotlernns who desired to avoid the performance of his public 
daly might effect that object by making.a similar objection. 

ne of the gentlemen said he had no objection to perform his 
duty as a grand juror. 

The RecorpeEr said that he could not legally exercise the 
functions of a grand juror without being sworn; and if he re- 
fused to be sworn the Court had no alternative but to inflict a 
fine in each case. 

The gentleman said that his conscience wonld not permit 
him to take an oath, and he would rather lose his life than do 
so. He must therefore submit to any course the Court thought 
proper to take in the matter. 

The grand jury then retired to select their foreman, and 
upon their return into court twenty-one of the gentlemen 
answered to their names and took the required oath, but the 
others still refused to be sworn. 

. The Recorper, after consulting with the Lord Mayor, said 
it was a painful duty that was cast upon the Court, but he had 
no alternative but to inflict a fine upon the two gentlemen who 
eae be eo The -. of Parliament Bo certain 
taking an oath, and none but those so specified 
were ‘erititled to exemption, and it would be very unfair to cast 
the duty'that devolved upon them ‘upon others, ‘by a mere 
‘to take the oath, and it would not do to allow such a 
‘to be made a precedent. He then ordered each of 
objecting jurors to pay a fine of 40s. 
The fines ‘were paid, and the gentlemen then left the court. 


ohn Cross Smith, whose case was postponed from the 
session, was indicted for feloniously omitting to surrender 
examination at the Court of , after he 
duly adjudicated a‘bankrupt and notice served vpon 
formity with the Act:of Parliament requiring him:‘to 
‘80, ‘with intent to defraud his creditors. 
dlose of the case ‘for theiprosecution Mr. » who 
for the prisoner, ‘took some technical objections to the 
t, the principal one of which was that by thenew Act 
which it was framed,:the offenee .of felony, as far as 
this iparticular offence, was entirely swept away, 
‘he urged, therefore, that the prisoner could not be convicted 
present charge. 
F , in support of the’ prosecution, contended that 
clearly ‘the intention :of the legislature to continue the 
offence and the penalties attached to it, and merely to alter the 
character of it from felony to misdemeanour. 

Mr. Metcalfe, said that this court had nothing to do with 
the intentions of the legislature—it was bound by the strict 
letter of the Act of Parliament; and ‘he submitted that the 
prisoner could not be convicted of an offence whieh -had been 
abolished and swept away. 

The Recorper said he would not stop the case, but he thought 
there was sufficient point ‘in the dbjection to justify him in 
Ba hg it for further consideration by the judges, 

4; aes addressed the jury for'the defence, and 
the ‘Recorder summed up the jury réturned » verdict of 
guilty. é 
‘Mr. Metcalfe, eaid that, as some considerable time must in 
ee ‘elapse before the poirt of ‘law could ‘be argued 

, hie ‘was instructed to’apply'to the Court to permit 


a” gor to go out upon bail. 
quai mga intinaed that ‘he ~~ feel it his duty on 
e prosecution to ‘the application. 
thee eiconten said ‘he d consult the judges on the 
matter before he decided upon it. 
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ASSIZES. 
YORK. 
(Before Mr. Justice WionTMan). 
CrimiInaL ProsecutroNs—ALLOWANCE To WITNESSES. 


Dee. 14.—The grand jury having returned several true bills, 
and, there not being any more to go before them, 
Pg: J, V. B. Johnstone, the one oo Jury, addressing 
-lordship, ‘said he would take the liberty of p 2 
memorial irom the jury, which was PAR yan Se 
terms to the one which had been presented in-that 
Court ona former occasion, relative topetendoanayy ise 
remuneration 








the grand jury that the allowance was insufficient in a grent 
any ae and Jed to a failure of Pinus 
The memorinl was then handed to his lordship, and the 
following is a copy of it:— 
“The Grand Jury for the county of York, at the winter 
gaol delivery in December, 1861, desire most res; to 
call the attention of the Hon. Mr. Justice Wightman to the 
scale of allowances to prosecutors and witnesses in criminal 
cases at assizes and quarter sessions,as being quite insufficient 
adequately to remunerate those in the humbler walks in life, 
who are necessarily called away from their families and 
ordinary occupations, for their expenses and loss of time, by 
which last expression the grand jury understand the statutes 
9th George IV., cap. 64, sec. 22, und the 14th and 16th 
Victoria, cap. 55, to mean the reasonable allowance for the loss 
of their wages during the time such witnesses are necessarily 
absent from their homes and their work. ‘Those of the grand 
jury who are acting justices are not unfrequently very much 
embarrassed by the extreme reluctance of material witnesses 
to come forward to prosecute and give evidence in criminal 
cases of the gravest kind, as well as in all other cases likely to 
be sent for trial at assizes and quarter sessions. The grand 
jury are of opinion that justice is greatly impeded, and in 
many cases defeated, by the inadequate remuneration awarded 
under ‘the present scale of allowances. 

«J. V. B. Jouxsronz, Foreman. 

His Lorpsure, having informed the grand jury that their 
memorial should be forwarded to the proper quarter, dis- 
charged them in the usual terms. 

Another ‘step, dictated ‘by the spirit of economy, ‘has been 
taken in a number of instances at “—_ assizes. It on wal 
happens that, when some daring ru or expert thi 
been , two or three are brought against 
him ‘before the magistrates, who, in the exercise of the important 
public duty imposed upon 'them, hear the evidence in support 
of these accusdtions, and ‘if ‘the-charges are such as ‘they have 
not the power summarily to deal with the prisoners are.com- 
mitted to the assizes to take ‘their trials, and the witnesses are 
bound over to prosecute and give evidence in the several cases. 
It mast ‘be assumed that, atting on orders from the Home- 
Office, the officers whose duty it is to tax the costs of prose- 
¢titions, have taken ‘such cases into their consideration, and 
have sat in judgment on the proceedings of the magistrates. 
It is true that the acting magistrates may have spent many 
hours in careful and painstaking inquiries into several charges 
preferred before them against a prisoner, conceiving that they 
are bound so to do, and to commit him for ‘trial on those 
several charges; and possibly if the grand jury, which is an 
assemblage of the magistrates of the county, said, when the 
several charges came before them, “ We think the ends of jus- 
tiee will be obtained if we find a bill against the prisoner in 
one or two eases and ignore the rest,” there would not be much 
ground of complaint. The acts of the anal ce 
petty sessions would, at any rate, be reviewed only by 
whole body sitting as.grand jury. But it does seem astrong 
measure that by an unseen and irresponsible agent the labours 
of the magistrates at petty sessions in investi several. 
inst a.prisoner, whieh thay are bou 


the expenses of the trial, the witnesses being bound over, 
and in attendance, and the attorney’s brief generally already 
prepared; and that one case out of several egainst a prisoner 
should be selected on which to proceed, and run the chance of 
obtaining a conviction. But when it is recollected that this 
selestion of the case to send before the grand jury is not made 
by the judge, or by counsel employed forthe purpose, of ade- 
quate experience, or by the grand jury, but by the taxing offi- 
cers, it is not surprising that such an inn 
and such an anomaly should lead in many instances to a-fail- 
ure of justice. The day before, an i occurred 
where « man tried for sacrilege, one of several eases. 
on which he was committed, and found guilty on this, the 
only bill preferred against him, took a legal objection which , 
his lordship seemed to think valid; and it was only by his 
lordship’s interference, on the representation of the counsel 
engaged of the fact that other cases against the prisoner had 
not been sent before the grand jury, that another bill was 
ordered immediately to be preferred before they were discharged, 
on which the prisoner was conclusively found guilty. But for this 
the prisoner. would certainly have ys pe ‘the penalty of ‘his 
offences and the whole expense of his trial wouldhave bean thrown 
Of course no one can find fault with wecnotiy properly 


pe but when the whole cost of the administration 


justice is incurred in order to bring offenders effectually to 
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justice, so to contrive that the worst offenders, who have com- 
mitted more than one offence often escape, would seem to 
ordinary minds to be not economy, but great extravagance. It 
is another version of the old adage, “for want of a ha’porth of 
tar the ship was lost "—a fractional additional expense in pre- 
ferring a second bill would secure beyond doubt, in many cases, 
the conviction of a criminal. 





WoRCESTER. 
(Before Mr. Justice WIL LES). 

Dec. 11.—Esther Fleetwood, servant, was indicted for commit- 
ting wilful and corrupt perjury at Oldbury, on the 27th of Sep- 
tember last, in her evidence as a witness in the trial of a cause 
in the county court, at Oldbury. 

Mr. Powell appeared on behalf of the Crown. The case was 
laid under the direction of the county court judge. 

Mr. George Watson, registrar of the county court at Oldbury, 
gave evidence of the circumstances under which the perjury 
was committed. “ 

His Lorpsuip asked whether there was any written evidence 
of the statement which was alleged to constitute the perjury? 

Mr. Powell said no, there was not. 

His Lorpsutp thought, then, that the case conld not be pro- 
ceeded with. How could the registrar, at the lapse of three months, 
swear to the very words used ‘by a witness. If there was no 
written evidence of the transaction, he did not see how Mr. 
Watson’s testimony could be allowed, although, of course, that 
gentleman was a highly respectable person. 

Mr. Powell having replied, the case was proceeded with. 

The jury acquitted the prisoner. 

The learned judge said that every person who was acquainted 
with the county court judge, by whom these proceedings were 
instituted, would be aware that the learned gentleman must 
have considered he had very good reasons before adopting the 
course he took in this matter. He wished to observe, however, 
that in future it would be advisable for the judge of a county 
court to have the evidence in a case of this kind carefully taken 
down by the registrar, or other officer of the court, or else to 
engage the services of a short-hand writer, and then bind him 
over to give evidence and produce his notes at the trial. The 
learned judge added that he did not make these remarks with 
special reference to this case, but in order that they might serve 
as a guide for the future. 





MIDLAND CIRCUIT.—NortHampton, 
(Crown Covurt.—(Before Mr. Baron Martin.) 

Dec. 13.—The grand jury, just before their discharge, made 
the following presentment :— 

“The grand jury serving at this assize think it their duty to 
represent to your lordship that they do not see in the number 
or description of the cases that have been brought before them 
any sufficient reason for putting the county to the expense and 
inconvenience of holding an assize at this unusual season. The 
grand jury are at all times ready to give their best assistance in 
executing the duties devolved upon them, but they are of 
opinion that the winter assize might have been dispensed with, 
without prejudice to and party; and they hope that your lord. 
ship will forward their opinion to the proper department of her 
Majesty’s Government.” 

Mr. Baron Martin said that a similar presentment had been 
made in Norfolk, and his opinion was that the assizes had been 
held there in consequence of the number of arsons in that and 
the neighbouring counties. The judges had nothing to do with 
deciding upon a winter assize. A communication was made 
by the Secretary of State to them, directing that assizes should 
be held, and all the judges had to do was to make arrange- 
ments for holding them. He would forward the memorial to 
the proper quarter; but it would be better if the matter were 
brought before the Secretary of State by their county members 
as it might be thought that the judges wished themselves to 
escape the labour. 





MANSION HOUSE—POLICE COURT. 

(Before the Lorp Mayor.) 
_ Dec. 18.—Mr. Henry Wells, a solicitor, of No. 14, Gray's- 
inn-square, was again brought up, charged with feloniously 
uttering two forged powers of attorney, one for the sale and 
transfer of £2,400, New £3 per Cent. Annuities, and the other 
for the sale and transfer £3,266 1s, 9d., Reduced £3 per 
Cent. Annuities. 





Mr, Freshfield, solicitor to the Bank, again attended to con- 
duct the prosecution. Mr. Lewis defended the prisoner. 

On the previous hearing evidence was given proving the 
utterance by the prisoner of a forged power of attorney for 
the sale of the £3,266 1s. 9d., and the transfer and sale of that 
stock, and payment of the proceeds to the prisoner. Evidence 
was now given to prove the utterance of the second power of 
attorney by the prisoner, and the sale of the other sum of 
stock, and the payment of the proceeds to the prisoner. ; 

The prisoner, having been duly cautioned by the bench, said 
he should reserve his defence. Z 

The Lorp Mayor committed him to Newgate for trial a 
the Central Criminal Court. 


<sipssiuianiiaals ie 
Recent Becisions. 


— 


COMMON LAW. 


Fatse IMPRISONMENT— WHAT MAY BE RECOVERED AS 
Spectra, DAMAGES. 
Hoey v. Felton, C.P., 10 W. R. 78. 

This isa fresh decision upon that prolific question as to 
what special damages are too remote to be recovered in an 
action independent of contract. Where the action does arise 
“ex contractu,” the admirable rule laid down in Hadley v. 
Bazendale (9 Exch. 341), and since so often discussed, and 
invariably adopted with approval by the judges, is, in most 
cases, a sufficient guide. But there is, we apprehend, no single 
decision of the same nature, with regard to costs. In the 

t case, the action was for false imprisonment; and the 
plaintiff inserted in his declaration an allegation of special 
damages, which consisted of his having by reason of the illegal 
arrest, and of the illness thereby occasioned, lost an engagement 
which would have been a profitable one to him. The judge 
who heard the case rejected this evidence as too remote; and 
the Court supported him, chiefly on the authority of “ Mayne 
on Damages,” p. 14, a work to which they pointedly referred, 
and warmly eulogised. It may be collected from the judgment 
delivered, that the loss of the engagement might have been 
considered by the jury if it had immediately followed upon, 
and been occasioned by, the arrest of the plaintiff; but that 
the defendant was not responsible for the plaintiff’s not choos- 
ing to keep the appointment at which he was to obtain this 
engagement, because he did not feel well—it not being sug- 
gested or proposed to be proved that he was too unwell to go 
if he thought proper. 





CRIMINAL LAW. 


FALsE Tae BY BaILEE—HvsBAND AND 
IFE 


Reg. v. Moseley; Reg. v. Robson, C. C. R., 10 W. R, 61. 


The single point of the first of these cases, was whether a 
man could properly be convicted on an indictment charging 
him with having obtained a sum of money by false 
from A,., whereas the evidence showed that the money was 
handed over to him (in the absence of A.) by A.’s wife, in 
obedience to her husband’s orders, transmitted by the prisoner. 
It certainly is matter for regret that a case should have been 
granted on such a frivolous ground, and that the Court of Ses- 
sions was not able to withstand the importunity of the prisoner's 
counsel; as such cases only waste the time of the Court for 
the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved, and entail un- 
necessary expense. It requires no argument to show that as 
the wife herself could have no property in the money obtained, 
it was properly laid in the indictment as belonging to her 
husband, and that she handed it over to the prisoner simply as 
her husband’s agent. No counsel appeared on either side, and 
the Court simply affirmed the conviction. , 

The next case also has to do with the relationship which 
exists between husband and wife, but is more special in its 
character, and indeed raised a question of some nicety and 
interest. ‘The indictment contained two counts: the first framed 
under the Fraudulent Trustee Act of 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 

54) sect. 4, which enacts that any bailee of any property who 
shall fraudulently take or convert the same to his own use or 
to the use of any person other than the owner thereof, shall 
be guilty of larceny, although such person shall not break bulk 
or otherwise determine the bailment; and the second count 


was an ordinary count for larceny. Now, the prisoner was a 
married woman, and she kept a lodging-house, in which her 
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husband as well as herself resided; but he in no way whatever 
interfered with her management of the house, nor was in any 
way whatever cognisant of her being about to commit the 
offence with which she was charged, viz., that of abstracting 
feloniously some m from a box belonging to a lodger, 
which box she had charge of at his request. It was 
urged upon the Court on behalf of the prisoner that she could 
neither be convicted on one of these counts nor on the other, and 
must consequently be discharged; for with respect to the first, 
it was not she but her husband, who was a bailee, as every 
bailment is matter of contract, and a married woman cannot 
bind herself by contract. And with respect to the second, 
that she could not, as a married woman, be guilty of larceny 
with respect to goods belonging to her husband, and that the 
goods being, in legal effect, bailed to her husband, became his 
goods for the purpose of her exoneration, by reason of that 
doctrine. 

The Court, however, disposed of this line of argument very 
shortly, by saying that she was either a bailee or not; if a 
bailee, she was properly convicted on the first count; if she 
was not, then she was guilty of larceny, and properly convicted 
on the other. Mr. Baron Martin (by whom the case had been 
reserved) added that, in his opinion, there need not be any 
specific contract of bailment, in order to make a person a bailee 
within the meaning of 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, s. 4. 

It may be well to remark, that the above statute is one of 
those repealed by the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 95 (the Criminal 
- Statutes Repeal Act of last session). Most of its provisions, 
however, have been worked into the Larceny Act (24 & 25 
Vict. c. 96), and, in particular, this 4th section of the Act of 
1857, is re-enacted in sect.3 of the present statute; with the 
addition that the offending bailee may be convicted on an in- 
dictment (that is to say, it is apprehended, on an indictment 
containing but a single count, and that for larceny) charging 
him with larceny; and, on the other hand, a proviso that the 
provision is not to extend “ to any offence punishable on sum- 
mary conviction ”—that is to say, by justices, under the 10 & 11 
Vict. c. 82; 18 & 19 Vict. c. 126; and 19 & 20 Vict. c, 118. 

It may also be observed in reference to the words “ although 
he shall not break bulk, or otherwise determine the bailment,” 
which seem to require some explanation, that by the doctrines 
of the common law a bailee could not commit larceny by con- 
verting the bailment to his own use while the contract of 
bailment continued; but that one method of determining such 
contract was to “ break bulk ”—as to open a parcel or parcels 
entrusted to the bailee. If he so broke bulk, then his subsequent 
appropriation of the bailment was larceny. It was to get rid of 
this technicality, which often used to stand in the way of a 
conviction, by the prosecutor not being in a condition to prove 
the breaking of bulk when the prisoner was a bailee of the 
goods stolen, that the provision in the Act of 1857 was framed. 


DisorDERLY Hovse, ‘InpictMENT FoR KEEPING—WHERE 
LiaBLz, 


Reg. v. Charles, C. C. R., 10 W. R. 62. 


This case establishes conclusively that a person may be in- 
dicted for keeping a brothel or other disorderly house, at a 
A quarter sessions, as well as at the quarter sessions for 
the county. There is, of course, no doubt that the general 
jurisdiction of all courts of quarter sessions extends to this 
offence against the peace and economy of the realm; but some 
difficulty seems to have been felt by the recorder in the present 
~ case by reason of the statute (25 Geo. 2, c. 36), on which the 
indictment was framed speaking of the prosecution of such 
offenders “ at thé next quarter sessions or at the next assizes to 
be holden for the county” in which the locus in quo lies. It 
seems sbundantly clear, however, that the words “for the 
county” apply only to the word assizes immediately preceding, 
and not to the whole sentence; and the Court of Appeal ap- 
proved the conviction, accordingly, without hearing counsel in 
its support. 
--~-—__—_ + 


Correspondence. 


Hatcu v. Lewis—Costs. 

In the editorial comments appearing in your last week’s 
issue upon the recent case of Match v. Lewis, it is stated 
(p. 107) that under the County Court Acts, 13 & 14 Vict. 
c. 61 and 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54“ a plaintiff in a superior court 
who recovers in an action which might have been tried in a 
county court, less than £20 on a contract or £5 on a tort, 





has no costs unless the judge who tried the cause will 
that there was sufficient reason for bringing the action in 
superior court.” 

If I mistake not, this statement is too broad, so much so, as 
to be erroneous, and I therefore direct attention to it. The 
law as here laid down in reference to actions of contract, 
would be that a London creditor, suing a debtor resident, say 
in Birmingham, for £10, in an action of debt in the superior 
court, and recovering that amount upon a trial (whether at 
assizes, before the sheriff, or before a county court under the 
provisions of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 26, or otherwise, if trials 
can be otherwise had) could not obtain his costs without a cer- 
tificate from the judge who tried the cause. 

This, I contend, is not so. In such a case the plaintiff 
deprived in the first instance, indeed, of his costs, by the opera- 
tion of the 11th section of 13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, goes be- 
fore a judge at chambers, or to the court wherein the acti 
has been brought, and establishes to the satisfaction of 
judge or court, in accordance with the 4th section of 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, that the action is one wherein concur 
jurisdiction is given to the superior courts, This he may do in 
the case supposed by proving that he dwells more than twenty 
miles from the defendant, and thereupon he obtains, and must 
obtain, as it appears to me, under the Act last referred to, his 
full costs. 

In all cases upon contract wherein concurrent jurisdiction 
exists, I think the plaintiff not only may, but must obtain, his 
costs, whatever may be the amount recovered, upon compliance 
with the requisites of 15 & 16 Vict. o. 54,8. 4, notwithstanding 
that the action might be brought in the County Court. 

I limit the observation to cases upon contract, because I ap- 
prehend that in ¢ort, where less than £5 is recovered, a certi- 
ficate may be given under section 34 of the Act of 1860, by the 
judge who tried the cause, so as to deprive a plaintiff of costs, 
which, but for such certificate, he would be entitled to, under 
the other legislative provisions referred to. 

I shall feel much obliged by the correction of my views, 
if they are wrong; I advance them with diffidence, being 
well aware of the general soundness and accuracy of the 
editorial comments of your journal. 

It is much to be regretted that the law of costs, upon the 
recovery of small sums, whether in actions of contract, or of 
tott, should be so complicated as it now is. There are several 
other enactments upon it in force besides those above-men- 
tioned, from the 43rd Eliz. cap. 6, downwards; and in con- 
sequence the law is just what law should not be, difficult to 
ascertain, and self-conflicting and contradictory when ascer- 
tained. I am not familiar with any decided case upon sec- 
tion 34 of the Act of 1860, but I venture to suggest that in 
any case where a jury found more than purely nominal 
damages, a judge would scarcely be willing to give such jury 
a “slap in the face,” so to speak, by certifying “that the 
action was not fit to be brought.” os 


Birmingham, 18th December, 1861. 

P.S.—If any useful little brochure on this subject exists 
possibly some correspondent will kindly refer me to it. 

{ The writer of the comments in question did not think it 
necessary to guard himself against being supposed to include 
the case of concurrent jurisdiction, which was quite beside the 
point under discussion. It involved only the question, whether 
the amount of the judgment recovered is to be always conclusive 
as to the tribunal which ought to have been selected? With 
regard to what W. S, A. says as to the 23 & 24 Vict. c, 106, s. 
34, this section would probably have the effect which he sug- 
gests, in an action of tort, where less than £5 was recovered, 
and would have empowered the judge to certify so as to deprive 
the plaintiff of costs, even though (so far as the County Court 
Acts were concerned) he would be entitled to have them by 
reason of the jurisdiction being concurrent. But, to our minds, 
it is very doubtful whether the Legislature intended in this 
section to interfere in any way with the provisions of the 
County Court Acts.—Ep. S. J.] 


deki 


Copizs oF AFFIDAVITS—CHANCERY. 


Some time ago you inserted a letter pointing out the defect 
in the orders that there is nothing rendering it incumbent on 
a solicitor to apply to the opposite side for copies of affidavits, 
and nothing to prevent his getting office copies instead, The 
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very case occurred recently. A solicitor, in a hostile snit, 
having applied for copies, but refusing to wait the forty-eight 
hours, the copies were declined to be furnished except under 
the 6th rule of the 38th Consolidated Order, the affidavits 
being very long, and the solicitor applied to not choosing to pay 
a stationer for copying. Thereupon the other solicitor stated 
he should get office copies, and did so. It is singular that no 
penalty whatever should be attached to the disobedience of the 
4th rule of the 36th Consolidated Order (the 2nd article of 
the 1st Order of 25th October, 1852). The 12th rule provides 
for the (very unlikely) case of a refusing to supply 
copies, but I have the authority of one of the most eminent 
of the taxing-masters for saying that if a solicitor chooses to 
take office copies he may do so. The question is very impor- 
tant to solicitors practising chiefly in Chancery —more 
cially to the large agency houses, and I beg their attention to 
the matter in the hope that a new order may be framed 
dealing with the case. A Manacine CHancery CLERK. 





= 


ArcupnoLty’s County Court Pracrice—8tH Epirion. 


Tn March, 1857, 1 purchased the 7th edition of this prac- 
tive, and as five yers have since nearly expired, and very 
many decisions given on, and Acts passed altering, the county 
court Jaw during that period, I last week was pleased to see 
that Mr. Archbold had published a new edition, the 8th, of this 
work. I ordered a copy, and naturally expected to see the law 
brought down to the present time, but j my surprise when 
found this new edition was word for word the same as the 
old edition published in 1857—with this exception, that sixty 
pages of the body of the old work, which contained the prac- 
vice under the protection and insolvent law, were omitted, and 
the like number of pages ou “ ings in the county courts 
andér the Bankruptcy Acts 24 & 25 Viot. c. 134,” substituted; 
I would also observe that at the end of this new edition 
about twenty-seven pages are added containing the rules, 

&o 


forms, £0, 

As I have the 7th edition, I did not want'another copy of 
it, so now I have given 12s. for sixty pages of new bank- 
ruptey practice, and ‘twenty-seven pages of rules and 
forms; ‘this I think is “‘ paying dear, very dear, for my whistle.” 

Avooat. 


oon 


Dearh or Venpor BEFORE ComMPLETION oF PURCHASE. 


A. contracts for the sale of an estate to B. and dies before 
executing the conveyance, leaving a will of a date prior to that 
‘contract ly devising the same estate to C. and 
. as tenants in common, and devising all estates vested in him 
as ‘trustee to E. and F, In whom does the /egal estate in the 
premises vest? In the specific devisees or in the devisees of 
the trust estates? If in the latter, have the former any estate 
or interest under the will which it is necessary for them to 
convey, or was the prior devise to them completely revoked by 
the contract? I shall be glad to have the reply of any of your 
correspondents, J. T.5, 





Writ—Misrake. 


T., a short time before his death, gave instructions in his 
own handwriting to his solicitor for a will. In such instruc- 
tions he directed the residue of his personal estate, in the event 
of both his sons dying under the age of twenty-one years, to 
be divided amongst all his sisters in equal shares, and the issue 
of such of them as should die either in his lifetime or after 
his decease; such issue to take per stirpes. The draftsman 
asked the names of the sisters, and by mistake was told the 
names of three only—there being four —consequently the 
names of only three were inserted in the will, and the error 


was not discovered until too late. It was the testator’s express | 


wish that all his sisters should equally participate; and one of 
the relatives contends that under such circumstances there 
ought to be some means to remedy the defect. Can any of 
your coi dents suggest any method whereby this might 
be done, and the wishes of the deceased testator carried into 
effect? It will be perceived that the interest of the sisters is 
contingent. All of them are of full age, and one of the three 
named in the will is married, but her share is not left to her 
separate use, J. T.8. 








Review, 





The Practice of the High Court of Chancery, as altered by 
recent statutes,and by the Consolidated and other General 
Orders of the Court; comprising proceedings by Bill, 
Special Case, Summons, and under the Charitable Trusts 
Act, The Settled Estates Act, and The Infant's Marriage 
Act ; with practical directions, and a Copious Selection of 
Modern Cases. Seventh edition, carefully revised. By 
Husert Aycxsourn, u Solicitor of the court. Wildy & 
Sons. 1861. 


Mr. Ayckbourn’s book has been long acknowledged as the 
most convenient and useful work on chancery practice—for soli- 
citors; and from a careful examination of the new edition, we 
can say that it is by far the best which has yet appeared. We 
learn from the preface that Mr. P. W. Rogers—certainly one 
of the most learned of the chancery registrars in all that relates 
to practice—has bestowed considerable pains upon the work, 
a) especially upon this edition. This of itself would be a 
guarantee for its accuracy and completeness; and indeed we 
can say that the work in its present form well deserves this cha- 
racter. Of late years there have been two classes of books on 
chancery practice. In former times such works as those of 
Newland, dock, and Daniel occupied the field alone; be- 
cause the special statutory jurisdiction of the Court was then 

ratively insignificant, and only required to be treated in- 
Sidentally. ‘ow, however, a very large proportion of the 
ordinary business of the Court rests upon statutes, which have 
been passed within the last ten years; and numerous little 
books devoted to the exposition and illustration of these 
Acts, either se ly or collectively, have appeared from 
time to time. e cases relating to these already number at 
least 2,000; but the time appears to have come when a large 
proportion of the earlier of the decisions might be dropped 
out of the text books, and the practice which they have settled 
be conveniently stated in a substantive manner. This being 
so, there is no reason why the distinction between the two 
kinds of works to which we have adverted should be continued ; 
and we notice that this edition aims at being a complete 
work on Practice. The statutory enactments, and the cases 
relating to them fall under proper heads, with their cognate 
subject matter. In other words they become incorporated with 
the ordinary practice of the court, which is unquestionably 
much more convenient than by maintaining a distinction in- 
volving the necessity of constant reference to two books instead 
of one. Mr. Ayckbourn gives not only a treatise upon the 
general practice of the court, but in the'proper place introduces 
all the modifications which have been recently effected by the 
legislature; and the entire of this difficult task is accomplished 
with remarkable skill and precision. We have looked in vain 
for the omission of important recent cases affecting chancery 
practice. They are all cited, and so cited as to be easily found, 
which is not one of the least advantages of a book intended 
for practical and daily use. We have noticed also that the 
effect of the authorities is generally given very correctly. In- 
deed, there is in the present edition, abundant évidence that all 
the new matter has been written, and that it has been re- 
vised throughout, most carefully. 

Mr. Ayckbourn, in his to the new edition, alludes to 
the material alterations which, since the former edition, have 
been effected in the practice and procedure of the Court of 
Chancery. They are as follows:— 

1, Sir Hugh Cairns’ Act, 21 & 22 Vict. c. 27, empowering 
the Court to award damages in suits for injunciion or specific 
performance, and importing into equity procedure, at least in 
theory, trial by jury. 

2. Lord St. Leonards’ Act, 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, enabling 
trustees, executors, or administrators to obtain a judicial opinion, 
advice, or direction, without the institution of a suit.. 

3. The Chancery Amendment Act of last Session enabling 
the Lord Chancellor to make general orders for carrying into 
effect the recommendations of the Chancery Evidence Com- 
missioners. 

_ It is curious to observe the trifling effect which these 
seemingly important measures, and others which preceded 
them, have had upon actual practice. A few bills with 
an alternative prayer for a specific performance or damages 
have been brought into court, but we are not aware that in 
any case the Court has awarded damages or caused them to be 
assessed ; ee ae, yi ogey bork a 
jury being invoked. intention ct ap} to have 
been that damages might be awarded or ped pny only in 
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substitution for, but in addition, to a decree for an injunction or 
for specific performance. It was thought at the time when the 
Act passed that practical injustice sometimes resulted from the 
want of jurisdiction in courts of equity, which would enable 
them in certain cases not eis © fame ific performance, 
but also to give additional relief by way of damages for delay 
in the performance of the agreement in question. It was said to 
be sometimes felt by judges that courts of equity ought to have 
power in such cases to do complete justice without compelling 
the plaintiff to resort to another forum. However, during the 
three years since the passing of this Act, it does not ap 

that any such decree has been made. Considerable if. 
culty has been felt in reference to the principle which re- 
cognizes damages as a substitute for specific performance. It 
has been often laid down that the very essence of the juris- 
diction as to specific performance is that damages would afford 
no adequate remedy for nonperformance. Where ex hypothesi 
damages would be a sufficient compensation for breach of the 
contract, it was always consi well settled that the case 
was not one for equitable jurisdiction; and this no doubt is the 
main reason why Sir Hugh Cairns’ Act has been almost in- 
operative. At the same time one might fairly suppose that 
numerous cases occur in which the provisions might be very 
useful, without being embarrassing, to the plaintiff. Thus in 
suits for the specific performance of a contract to sell real 
estate where it turns out that the defendant cannot make a 
good title, but where the plaintiff was entitled to a decree, it 
is obviously convenient that a court of equity should be able 
to conclude the whole matter between the parties by awarding 
damages for a breach of the contract. Strange to say, how- 
ever, no case is reported in which this has been done, although 
Sir Hugh Cairns’ Act has been in operation for the last three 


years. 

The “judicial opinion” clause in Lord St. Leonards’ Act of 
1859, has also proved almost a nullity; and in some respects 
for the same reasons that the provisions relating to special 
cases in Sir George ‘Turner’s Act have produced little result. 
Both enactments attempt to provide machinery by which the 
opinion of a judge may be obtained without the institution of 
a suit. The procedure in special cases, however, is rather 
more complicated and is hardly less expensive than in regular 
suits; while there is always some risk in the former that the 
opinion when obtained may be useless, on account of some 
inaccuracy in the statement of the facts; and after all nothing 
but an “opinion” is obtained, since in such proceeding the 
Court cannot bind the rights of parties where there is a dis- 
pute. Notwithstanding these drawbacks, a few special cases 
are filed every year. Immediately after Lord St. Leonards’ 
Act of 1859 came into operation, there were some attempts by 
trustees to obtain the direction of the Court under its provi- 
sions relating to the obtainment of judicial opinion, advice, or 
direction, upon a summary application. But this part of 
the Act soon fell into comparative disuse. It was decided 
that the statutory petition should contain in itself all the 
statements which were necessary or proper to enable the Court 
to give its “ opinion;” nor would the Court allow affidavits to 
be filed for the purpose of supplying information not contained 
in the petition; neither would it under this statute direct an 
inquiry at chambers. It was further held that the indemnity to 
the trustees depended upon the facts stated ; and that the judicia! 
“opinion” so obtained was not subject to any appeal, and 
would not prevent a regular suit being instituted in relation to 
the —— hog say a. 7 these restrictions were rendered 
unavoidable by the nature of the proceeding, and have had the 
effect of making it almost a nullity. n 

The Act relating to vivd voce evidence has also been, up to 
the present, almost without effect. Under this Act a plaintiff 
or defendant may, after issue joined, apply to the judge in 
chambers, that the evidence in chief as to any facts or issues 
might be taken vivd voce at the hearing of the cause; and 
when such order is made, no other evidence is admissible at 
the hearing in respect of such facts or issues. We pointed out 
at the time* that this method of procedure was calculated to 
be very inconvenient and unsatisfactory, and that there was 
not much probability of suitors often availing themselves of 
it. Experience has shown that our anticipations were not un- 
grounded. It is necessary, however, that practitioners should 
be acquainted with the procedure originated by the statutes to 
which we have referred, as now and then it may be advis- 
able to make use of it. We observe that Mr. Ayckbourn in 
his new edition, devotes only to these new, but abortive, 
branches of practice, as much space as their importance 





* 4 Sol. J. pp. 834, 862, 





demands. But while he has avoided the fault of useless pro- 
lixity, he has been careful to omit nothing which is really im- 
portant in actual practice. The entire work is well executed, 
and for solicitors is certainly the best book on chancery 
practice. 





Juridical Society. 


THE “TRENT” AFFAIR. 


At the meeting of this society held on the 16th inst., Mr. 
Willcock, Q.C., in the chair, Mr. C. Clark read the following 
paper on the affair of the Trent and San Jacinto: — 
In undertaking to introduce the question, “Is the capture of 
the Southern Commissioners from on board the mail steamer 
Trent defensible by the law of nations ”—I had no intention 
to present to this Society the opinions of a partisan, or to 
endeavour to rouse its feelings and win its applause, by the 
employment of strong language in the assertion, or the defence, 
of national prejudices. I respect too much the established 
character of this Society, and, in the absence of still higher 
motives, that alone would have prevented me from the 
question in any other spirit than that of a jurist. We sit 
not indeed affecting to hold the position of judges, but sin- 
cerely desirous to conduct our discussions with judicial fair- 
ness. And, in this instance, the consequences of passion or 
prejudice may be so great that it is on sag: duty of 
every one who affects to lead a discussion on this subject to 
avoid these faults. I have tried to keep myself entirely free 
from their influence, and whatever may be the result of the 
present differences, I trust that the consideration of the ques- 
tion in this Society may assist in putting upon a right footing 
a@ matter interesting to all the nations of the earth, and one, a 
misconception as to which may compromise the peace of two 
nations, and the comfort and secarity of many others. 

The question we have to discuss is one upon international 
law. This very name is modern. I believe it owes its exist- 
ence to Bentham, although some of the foundations on which 
it rests existed in ancient times. Selden had used the phrase 
‘jus inter gentes ” in his essay on the Dominion of the Sea, and 
about the middle of the seventeenth century Dr, Zouch pub- 
lished a work “De Jure inter Gentes,” a title which he after- 
wards wove into a longer - aca ¥ rod the nature me 
object of another treatise. e spirit o expression 
not, however, appear to have been adopted into works on this 
subject, till Bentham employed the expressive translation “inter - 
national law.” 


NevrTrRa.ity 1n ANCIENT TIMES. 


The respect due to heralds and embassies raay be found 
recorded in the earliest writers, sacred and profane, in prose 
and in verse. But they were the special ives of 
sovereigns or of states at war with each other, or seeking each 
other’s alliance. The condition of a neutral having interests 
different from either, which interests could hardly be served 
without occasioning possible offence to one or the other, can 
scarcely be said to have been then known. Nor can it be 
wondered at that in those early days the rights of neutral 
nations should have been unknown since there could hardly 
happen any war between two powerful states, into which the 
states immediately around them would not be forced to enter. 
The eddy of the great we swept into it all cp 
substances, And, if it did not, passion, or supposed self- 
interest, drew them into the vortex, But facts change habits 
and introduce new doctrines and new practices, Most of the 
states of the earth at that time, so far as ordinary history 
makes us acquainted with them were small; the bare fact of 
largely increased and infinitely diffused populations existing in 
the world, has greatly modified the relations of all its various 
countries with each other. What were once small communities 
have become great nations, and instead of two great empires 
contending, and being alone able to contend, for the mastery 
of the world, as was once the case, there is no one now able to 
put forth a claim to universal dominion, while there are several, 
each of which could powerfully contest such a claim, and. if 
these should neglect or desert their duty, there are many of 
smaller extent and less force, that by their union might render 
the success of the claim impossible. 


RESULTS OF INCREASED POPULATION. 


This fact has modified the relations of all states towards 
each other. The claims of neutrals have necessarily become 
numerous and complicated. The smallest states have set up 
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_ to have rights against even the greatest; and it has become 
frequently dangerous, and always impolitic, for any of the 
greatest states to refuse the recognition of those rights. When, 
therefore, great states have been at war the interests of these 
small states have claimed and received acknowledgment. And, 
hence, in a great measure has arisen that branch of interna- 
tional law which we have now assembled to discuss—the law 
relating to neutrals in time of war. For as the Earth became 
more fully peopled and distant populations arose requiring sup- 
plies which their own lands did not afford them, commerce grew 
into universal importance; it became a really national interest, 
and the protection of it assumed everywhere the character of 
a national duty and a national necessity. And, independently 
of this, which is the primary and honourable origin of the law 
of neutrals, there arose the desire upon certain occasions to 
secure large and unaccustomed profits, and, perhaps, at the 
same time to serve the purposes of a favoured power, without 
directly and justifiably incurring the hostility of his opponent. 
These matters, real and pretended neutrality, have become 
seriously, if not almost inextrieably, blended, and in the cases 
to which we shall shortly have occasion to refer, it will be 
difficult, perhaps impossible, to assign more than a very small 
number of them to the excusable desire to make a good profit 
out of accidental circumstances—to obtain a benefit from the 
quarrels of two states without acting unjustly to either. 


It is this which has occasioned much of the labour of the 
jurists, and which accounts for much of that uncertainty in 
international law, imperceptible to conscientious jurists, but 
loudly asserted by interested political partisans to have an 
actual existence. 


PRINcIPLes oF INTERNATIONAL Law—FArIRNESS—PROMO- 
TION OF PEACE. 


The first great principle of international law is fairness. 
Whatever violates that principle, however speciously supported, 
is of questionable validity, The next great principle is the 
promotion of peace. These principles hardly allow of an ex- 
ception, for, whatever cases may at first sight appear to bear 
that character, will be, when fully considered, found to be sub- 
servient to them. 


Sure Part oF THE STATE TO WHICH IT BELONGS. 


Peace is, in law—I wish it was in fact—the normal condition 
of the world. One of the great material blessings of peace 
is the free intercourse of the various parts of the world, and 
the free interchange of their commodities. For such a pur- 
pose the sea is open to all—it is the property of no one; it is 
truly described as “‘ the highway of nations.” But there must 
be something of rule in the use of this highway, or the benefits 
which its use ought to produce to all might be liable to be lost, 
if not even perverted into mischiefs. As a first rule, each 
nation claims jurisdiction over its own vessels at sea. This rule 
is as ancient as navigation itself, though all its applications 
may not have been early developed. This rule depends on 
the principle, that every vessel is part of the state to which it 
belongs. This principle, I am prepared to maintain, and must 
do so, for it will become of much importance in a future stage 
of this discussion—and it has been doubted, as it seems to me, 
on very insufficient reasoning, by some writers on international 
law. Manning, in his Commentaries on the Laws of Nations, 
209, says, that “this position has been relied on by writers 
who have claimed that the flag of a neutral shall protect the 
goods of a belligerent.” If such was the only p for 
which the doctrine was to be maintained, it would not have 
my support, but my opposition, since I believe that such an 
unqualified doctrine would receive an unqualified application, 
and would thereby only lengthen war, and make it more dis- 
astrous. The doctrine, that theship is part of the state to which it 
belorgs, has, however, other consequences not only not ob- 
een but absolutely just and praiseworthy. Let us see 

w Mr. Manning, who has put together the objections of 
other writers, assails it. He says: “ The argument is based on 
the fact that a belligerent has no right to capture the property 
of his enemy when in the territory of a neutral. It is asserted 
that the ship is part of the territory of the state to which it 
belongs; and that goods on board a neutral ship are, therefore, 
a; exempt from capture as if they were actually in the 
neutral country itself.” To draw too wide an inference from a 


doctrine can never be admitted as a sound and proper means 
to impeach the doctrine itself. This has been done in the 
sentence just quoted, and the same fault of reasoning will be 
found to run through the whole argument, He goes on thus: 

To argue that a neutral ship is neutral territory is a fiction 





so palpable that it app-ars surprising that it should ever have 
been insisted on as a tenable position, especially as only one 
argument is adduced in support of this territoriality of ships 
atsea. The jurisdiction of the state to which a ship belon; 
extends to the cognizance of acts committed in that ship while 
at sea; and it is urged that this continuance of jurisdiction 
proves that a ship at sea is part of the territory to which it 
belongs. This deduction seems, in the first glance, far fetched 
and too flimsy to be made the basis of any serious 
conclusions. But more than this it meets with con- 
tradiction on its own terms; a ship, say the asserters 
of this proposition, is part of the state to which it belongs, as 
is evident because at sea the ship is subject to its jurisdiction. 
Now no nation has jurisdiction over the territory of another 
nation, but as soon as a merchant ship comes into the harbour 
of a state to which it does not belong, it becomes subject to 
the jurisdiction of the latter state. This shows that a mer- 
chant ship cannot be considered part of the territory of its own 
state, for if it possesses this character at any time it must 
possess it at alltimes. . . . . The fiction is completely 
destroyed by the disproof above alleged, but other reasons 
combine to show how little tenable is this position, Ifa ship 
is part of its state’s territory, it cannot be allowed to take from 
the ship contraband of war going to an enemy, because such 
capture would not be permitted if the contraband goods were 
lying in the neutral territory. Again, if neutral ships carry 
the soldiers of our enemy, it would not be allowable to make 
them prisoners, because we must not attack the territory of a 
neutral. Either the argument is worth pregas B it holds to 
this extent, which is a reductio ad absurdum. To escape con- 
tradiction, the right of search, and of seizing contraband 
must be denied, if the right to protect enemy's goods is claimed 
on this ground.” These last words perhaps explain Mr. Man- 
ning’s real objection to the doctrine; but if so, they show 
that he commits the error of objecting to OF gee e because 
of a deduction sought to be made from it. e iple may 
be sound—the deduction illogical. The maxim that there is 
no rule without an exception must be applied here, and we all 
know that an exception often affords very valuable proof of 
the existence of the rule. Is it true that a law does not exist 
in one country because it, partially or wholly, loses its effect 
in another. What is the Conflict of Laws but the acknowledg- 
ment that there is a law in one jurisdiction which another is 
not bound entirely to obey, but which it always treats with 
respect, often tolerates and sometimes effectuates. What is the 
Comity of Nations but the principle of concession as far as 
practicable to the authority of a foreign jurisdiction. A ship 
in a foreign port is part of the territory to which it belongs so 
far as the municipal laws of the port where it is do not inter- 
fere to deny it that character. Where they do so interfere, of 
course the superiority is with them; where they do not so in- 
terfere, the laws of the country of the ship apply to it. And 
still more strongly is this the case when the ship is not in port, 
but is at sea. The sea is the highway of nations, and on that 
highway the rights of all voyagers are primé facie the same. 
If the ship of gne country interferes with the ship of another 
upon the high sea, the interference must be justified or com- 
pensation must be afforded. In the case of a private wrong 
the tribunals of the country of the wrong doer are bound to 
afford redress; in the case of a public interference the govern. 
ment of the interfering country is under a like obligation; it 
must explain and justify the conduct of its officer, or it must 
repair his wrong or his error. If, the moment a vessel 
was on the high seas or in a foreign port, it became an 
isolated thing, unconnected with the country to which it 
belonged, it would be without any protection: it is because 
it continues part of the soil of that country that it can 
il in safety for it then comes within the 

power of that country. It is equally true of every individual 
of a country as of every ship of a country, that when 
he enters a foreign port, he is bound to submit to the laws of 
the place, that he can no longer protect himself by the laws of 
his own country, nor even carry on his business with relation 
to them alone, since his contracts, made in a foreign port, may 
be modified by the laws of that place, and yet he is undoubtedly 
still a part of his native community, and, as such, is entitled 
to certain advantages, to fair respect, and to necessary protec- 
tion. The ship is always part of the country to which it be- 
longs, though it does not follow as a consequence that it is 
every where, and at all times, to be treated as the land of that 
country itself, Such a consequence is, by the very nature of 
things, impossible, and hence the laws of the place where the 
ship is found possess the superior authority, the justifiable 
necessities of self-preservation on the part of any belligerent 
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should it be met with on the high sea, create exceptions to 
what is otherwise a clear and properly established rule, 

Having thus, as I think, established the principle, that a 
vessel is part of the soil of the state to which it belongs, though 
liable, ander certain circumstances, to be subjected to the ope- 
ration of other laws than those of its own state, let us proceed 
te consider how the principle and the exceptions, working to- 
gether, will affect it under different circumstances; first, as to 
the goods or other things which it may carry; next as to the 
persons who may he passengers on board of it. 


How tunis PrincipLE AFFECTED, As TO GOODS AND 
PrERsons. 


It will be unnecessary to go into discussion as to the goods 
alone. It is clear that in time of war a neutral ship must not 
carry, for the advantage of either belligerent, contraband of 
war. What is contraband of war has not been determined 
once for all by any nation whatsoever. The list of contraband 
articles has varied according to the necessities or the caprice of 
different belligerents. Arms and ammunition may be fairly con- 
sidered as at all times contraband, but saddlery has been so, and 
even tobacco itself was once so treated, though, as Bynkershock 
jocosely observes, “it only ends in smoke,” a joke which he 

ies to the controversy, while he condemns the prohibition. 
ershock “ Questiones Juris Publici,” bk. i., ¢. 10, dis- 
cusses the various things which a neutral cannot carry for a bel- 
i even to tobacco itself. He describes contraband as 
which may be used in war, or are fit to be so used, 
and that too whether they can be used at other times and 
for other purposes or not—as for example, we wear swords 
for ornament, and use gunpowder for rejoicings, yet both are 
plainly contraband of war. Food too has been confiscated 
under the same appellation, and there is a curious case which 
shows how far the United States, at most a | — . 
urgent assertors of neutral privileges, have carri octrine, 
that what may be useful to an enemy must be contraband of 
war, and cannot be carried in neutral ships, but is liable to 
seizure there. In the case the particulars of which I shall 
briefly narrate, the United States being at war with England, 
but at peace with Sweden, then one of the allies of England 
in a war against France, confiscated the cargo of a Swedish 
ship (the Commescen) consisting of barley and oats, because 
it might be useful to the English army in Spain, and thought 
it “a very lenient administration of justice to confine the 
penalty to a mere denial of freight.” The Swede was not in 
that case a mere neutral, carrying goods for the extra profit 
he hoped to get under the circumstances, but was in addition 
a subject serving his own sovereign by assisting that sovereign’s 
ally. 
Curious AMERICAN CASE AS TO PROVISIONS. 


Mr. Wheaton, in his “ Elements of International Law,” p. 569, 
says, ‘‘ Although the general policy of the American Govern- 
ment in its diplomatic negotiations has aimed to limit the 
catalogue of contraband by confining it strictly to munitions 
of war, excluding all articles of promiscuous use, a remarkable 
case occurred during the late war between Great Britain and 
the United States, in which the Supreme Court of the latter 

s to have been disposed to adopt all the principles of Sir 
Ww Scott as to provisions becoming contraband under cer- 
tain circumstances.” He ought to have said, carry them 
fer beyond what Sir W. Scott ever imagined. He then quotes 
at considerable length the case of the Commescen. ‘That 
was the case of the Swedish vessel already mentioned. “ An 
attempt was made to distinguish this case from the ordinary 
cases of employment in the transport service of the enemy, 
upon the ground that the war of Great Britain against France 
‘was a war distinct from that against the United States, and 
that Swedish subjects had a right to assist the British arms in 
respect to the former, though not to the latter. To this it 
‘was answered, that it was always right to weaken the force of 


‘ the enemy, which would be done by depriving him of provi- 


sions. And as to the armies of England in Spain being en- 
gaged in a service in which otherwise the army of the King 
of Sweden would be employed, it was saidit was perfectly im- 
material in what particular énterprise those armies might be at 
the time engaged, for the same important benefits were con- 
ferred upon the enemy of the United States, who thereby 
acquired a greater disposable force to bring into action against 
them. That force was always hostile to America, be it where 
it might.” This rather far-fetched reasoning need not have 
been recourse to, for the principle, if any, on which the 

was tig, ha whatever might have 


id be justified 
been the right of the Swedish Sovereign, acting under this 





own authority, if a Swedish vessel be engaged 
service of Great Britain, or in carrying stores 
sive use of the British armies, she must to all intents and 
purposes be deemed @ British transport.” Upon that 

all the cases before Sir William Scott, so often 

as to their facts, proceed, and a short sketch of them will be 
necessary in order to understand the rules which that most 
distinguished jurist laid down, and which, undera curious 


prehension, have been quoted to justify many e 
not only did not intend, but to which he was opposed. 
(To be continued.) 

_ _—<— > - -- 


CrysTaL PaLack.—Great preparations have been making ° 
- some months past, by the erection of an immense.stage in 
the centre transept, which, with complete scenie appointments 
of the highest order, expressly designed and painted for the 
occasion by Mr. R. Fenton, will be opened to the pablic fer the 
first time on the afternoon of Boxing-day. A i 
drama, full of action, will be the medium of M. 
Blondin and his youthful dhughter Adele Blondin, in « series 
of novel and interesting charaaters. In addition to the abo 
special performance on the great stage, M. Blondin will make 
an ascent on the high rope in the great transept each day 
at one o’clock. The largest Christmas-tree ever seen has been 
fixed in the nave, and will be illuminated every evening, while 
the ample supply of teys and christmas and new year’s 
which will be on sale at the exhibitors stalls in the nav 
and transepts, will alone repay a visit to the Palace. 


Butler Cole Aspinall, Esq., who has recently been appointed 
Attorney-General in Melbourne, Australia, is a remarkable 
instance of a successful career, even for a new country. He 
is not much more than thirty years of age. was called to 
the Bar of the Middle Temple in 1853, and proceeded early 
in the following year to Melbourne, with an appointment 
on one of the local journals, having already shown considerable 
literary ability in some contributions to the London press, 
besides being distinguished 1s one of the most brilliant 
at the Eclectic Debating Society. Upon his arrival he — 
at once into success. Journalism ised well, but the 
offered him higher temptations. Phe riotous golddiggers at 
Ballarat were in trouble, and Mr. Aspinall was the counsel 
selected todefend them, He accomplished this work with such 
vigour and ability as to create for himself a prominent place at 
the Bar, notwithstanding that at this time he had all 
his law to learn. For this, his first brief, he the 
handsome fee of 1,000 guineas. Ballarat soon after ar 
at the dignity of returning a member to Parliament, Mr. 
was selected for the seat, and became conspicnous in as- 
sembly for his powers as a speaker. Keen and vivid in argu- 
ment, he was found to possess resources of ridicule and a happy 
vein of humour, which gave his oratory a peculiar charm. In 
order, however, it would seem, to cultivate a talent for silence, 
he accepted, soon after, the appointment of Chairman of Commit- 
tees, with a handsome salary. But this he ultimately resigned 
finding the duties too heavy for his increasing practice; and he 
has, after holding another appointment for s short period, been 
able to substitute for it his present high professional 
Aspinall is the son of the late Rev. James 
Alth Lincolnshire, and brother of Mr. John 

inall, now in considerable practice on the Northern 
deputy recorder of Liverpool. He is also brother of Mr. 
Aspinall, solicitor, Liverpool, and a member of t 
pool town council. 


lft. 


; 





~ 
x. 


Admission of Attorneys. 


Queen's Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 

Hilary Term, 1862. = 

[The clerks’ names appear in small capitals and the attorneys te whetn 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.] 
Ropegrs, GkorcE.—C. Rodgers, Sleaford. 
ee meg Tomas WittiaMs.—T. Rogers, 70, Fenthurch- 
t. , 
Satmoy, Aan Backnousz.—R. F. Yarker, Ulverston. 
Scort, Joseru.—R. F. Stedman, Sudbury, 
Seave, CHar.es GeorGe—E. W. Seale , Bank-chainbers 
Leicester-place. ‘ 
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SuapianD, JonN Terrevu.—-F. R. Thomas, 3 Fen-court. 

Smarr, Joun ANDREW.—G. Cares, 1, Field-court, Gray’s- 
inn. 

Surptey, Josern AynsteEyY Davipson.—2J. T. Hoyle, New- 
castle-upon- Tyne. 

SMITH, ee MELVILLE.—Messrs. Holroyd & Cronhelm, 


Sir, Renene Wuriraker.—W. Keary, Stoke-upon-'Trent. 

Souruern, Joun.—Richard Holmes, Burnley. 

Srewarp, Freperick Witu1aM.—H. Lloyd, 49, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 

SwearseE, Cuartes.—H. Symons, Axbridge. 

Swirt, THomas.—W. Cross, Prescot. 

Sykes, Jonn Wir11aM.—William Barker, Huddersfield; 
as Harvey, Egham, 

Tarzor, Joun.—K. Clegg, Oldham. 

Tarior, THomas.—.J. M. White, 6, Whitehall-place. 

Tuompson, GEorGE.—S. Samuel, 31, New Broad-street. 

Tixty, Harry.—T. H. Tilly, Falmouth. 

TwInBeRROW, Jas. Kimpertey.—S. R. Pattison, 10, Cle- 
ment’s-lane. 

UnpErwoop, Epwarp MorGan.—R. Underwood, Hereford. 

Van HeEyrtuursen, Ricnarp PatEersoyx.—J, H. Benbow, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

Vernon, Henry Wm., B.A.—R. H. Burne, 1, Carey-street, 
Lincoln’s-inn. 

West, Witt1aM EckLey.—William West, Bromyard. 

Wuirterorp, Frerpinanp MavGer.—c. C. Whiteford, Ply- 
mouth; J. N. Bennett, Plymouth. 

Wuirerorp, Hamitron. —C. C. Whiteford, Plymouth. 

WHITEHEAD, JoHN Mitnz.—G. Whitehead, Bury; T. W. 
Whitehead, Rochdale. 

WILKINSON, JaMEs TuHomas.—W. Wilkinson, Morpeth. 

Yates, Joun JosePuH.—J. Yates, Jun., Birchfield-road, near 
Liverpool, 


Hilary Term, 1862, purswant to Judges’ Orders. 


Bennett, Norman.—W. Bennett, Chapel-en-le-Frith, 
CooreEr, Tuomas.—F. S. Clarkson, 25, Great Carter-lane. 
Taytor, Revsen.—W. S. Harding, Birmingham. 


Hilary Vacation, 1862, pursuant to 23 & 24 Vict. c. 127. 


Beiy, Witt1amM Lawrance.—C. Dod, 19, Great Portland- 
street; C. F. Philips, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; W. Lawrance, 
Peterborough. 

Oeiz, Hersert Moss.—W. Yearsley, Welchpool; W. Evans, 
Coleman-street. 

TENNANT, MARMADUKE.—R. Heaton, Burslem. 

Weaver, WitFrrep Marratt.—J. Bridgeman, Chester. 

Wiitiams, Joun.—A, Osborne, Ross, Hereford. 


"." 
— 


Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
TRANSFER OF CAUSES.—ORDER OF COURT. 
December 13, 1861. 


Whereas, from the earns sate <6 She Sutin eee Re Se Char 
cellor and the Master of the Rolls nee 





, it is expedient that a por- 
tion of the causes set down before the lor, to be heard before 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Woot. should be transferred to the 
ey le mage yg 9 hearing. peta gies nyt hy ten 


request of the Master of the Rolls, order that the several causes set 
in the schedule hereunto subjoined, be accordingly transferred pehag 
book of causes of the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, to that ot 
the Master of the Rolls. And I do further order that all causes, so to be 
transferred, (although the bills in such causes may have been marked for 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, under the Orders ot Court of 
the 5th May, 1837, Order 6 of Consolidated Orders, and notwithstanding 
pon, Fp therein made by the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, 
predecessor) shall hereafter be considered and taken as cases origi- 
nally marked for the Master of the 


Rolls, and be subject to the same re- 
as all causes marked for the Master of the Rolls are su’ 


=. to 
ic Sepeee ates, Provided, nevertheless, that no order made by the 
Chancellor Sir Wiiliam Page Wood, or his predecessor, in any such 


causes shall be varied or reversed otherwise than by the Lord Chancellor 
or the Lords Justices. And this order is to be drawn up by the registrar, 
and set up in the several offices of this court. 


é Wesrsvurr, C. 
SCHEDULE. 

Plaintiff. ; Ref. to penee. 
Montefiore Motion for Decree 1860 M 
Thompson Motion for Decree 1861 T 7} 
Alien Motion for Decree 1861 A 51 
Taylor Cause 1860 T 47 
Arnold 1860 A 83 
Mottley Motion for Decree 1861 M 119 
Williams Motion for Decree 1861 W 33 


H 


So 





Plaintiff. Defendan' Ref. to Record. 
Weedon Conway Motion for Decree 1861 W 119 
Arminson Carr Motion for Decree 1861 A 10 
Cumberland Black 

(Limited). Eales Motion for Decree 1861 C 155 
Dorling Claydon Motion for Decree 1861 D 140 
Bantoft Bennett Motion for Decree 1860 B 301 
Patch Sparks Cause 1861 P 81 
Husband Colvile Cause 1661 H 61 
Jenkins Howell Cause 1860 J 75 
The Ryde Commis- 

joners as Isle of Wight 
Ferry Co. Motion for Decree 1860 R 88 
Price Harris Cause 1861 P 8 
Loug Wilson Motion for Decree 1861 L 32 
Dunmore Smart 1861 D 37 
Lancaster Sir Humphry de 
Trafford, Bart. Cause 1860 L 105 
Horworth well Motion for Decree 1861 H 158 
Bushill Mayow Cause 1864 B 65 
Rix Motion for Decree 1861 R 93 
Bates Mackinley Motion for Decree 1861 B 270 
Lyon oe ‘otion for Decree 1861 L 132 
Westsurry, C. 

N.B.—The Master of the Rolls will not commence the above 

causes until Hilary Term, 1862. Ceci, Monro, A 


December 18, 1861. 


i 
; 
; 
i 
i 





Common Pleas. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, ie te the it Honour- 
able Sir Witt1am Eaue, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of "s Court 
of Tees Pleas at Westminster, in and after Hilary Term, 1862, 


In Term. 
Middlesex. London, 
Tuesday ...sseccceses vecconlals is Friday....ssecccccccccccsedam 17 
Monday .... preREDS REI: LE Friday.....cccccssescess +. Jan. 24 
Arter TERM. 


Middlesex. London. . 
Saturday ...c.sseccsssseeesFOD. 1 | Thursday .rccccoccecseoesFeDs 13 


The Court will sit during and after term at ten o’clock. 

The ee ee of the above sitting days in term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 


Cxrchequer of Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the Right 
able Sir Faepericx Poiiock, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty’s 
Court of Exchequer, in and after Hilary Term, 1862, 

In Term. 
Middlese London. 
jd Sitting... Monday o++.dan. 13 | Ist Sitting....Friday......dan. 17 


Qnd Sitting....Monday ....Jan. 20 | 2nd Sitting....Friday......Jan, 24 
3rd Sitting....Monday ....Jan. 27 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Saturday ......seccceceseseeFeb. 1 | Thursday .....scesceceeeekeb. 13 


soe Gaunt ean te ae o ayy" ies , 
e Court itin Middlesex at Nisi Prius, in term, adjournmen: 
poo day to day, until the causes entered for the respective Middlesex 
ittings are disposed of. 
ieee 
Deaths. 

DOWNIE—-On Dec. 11, at Portobello; N.B. i enenter Does, 

cial Searcher of Public Records in H. M.’ ‘3 SS 

Edinburgh, 


BOLTON—-On Dec, 13, Thomas Whalley Bolton, Esq., of 4, Elm-court, 
Temple, aged 65. 

PEAKE—On Dec. 13, at Burrow-on-the-Hill, near Melton Mow bray 
Robert Peake, Esq., in his 81st year. 

PHILLIPS—On Dec. 13, in the 59th year of her age, Ann Julia, relict of 
the late Thnmas Phillips, Esq., of the Solicitors’ Department, Genera 


Post Office 
-——>——_ 
London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Disselbed. 
Fripar, Dec. 13, 1861. 


nam William Fretwell, and Fretwell William Hoyle,  Solici- 
— Conveyancers, , Yorkshire. Dec. 7. By mutual 
consent, 
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5 GA indings-uy of Point Stock Compantes. Teen and Solicitor. Jan 31. Hazlerigg v. Robson. 
Farrar, Dec. 13, 1861. —— = - en Cae Rattlesden, Suffolk, Clerk. Jan 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


nd Life Assurance Company.—Petition for 


Po 
Dec 9, will be heard the Master of the 


Token- 


.—Petition for winding uw 
‘Chancellor hs cg on — 


Limrrep in BANKRUPTCY. 
Clara Silver Lead Mining Com: (Limited).—Petition for winding w 
rn rx 12, will be baad before Commissioner Fonblanque, 4 
, at 11, 
Touespay, Dec. 17, 1861. 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Camerons Coalbrook Steam Coal and Swansea and Loughor Railway Com- 


; 
Be 


Company.—Order to wind up. M. 
7 W. Jones, 30, King’s hrvoa-ye, olicitor for Petitioner. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawar, Dec. 13, 1861. 
Brown, John Burgiss, High-st, Windsor, Stationer. March 9. Sol Dale, 
8 Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. 
Homerton, Middlesex, Gent. Jan 10. 


—_— James, Castle 
King-st, Portman-sq, Middlesex, Widow. 
Middlesex. 


yas 
“i 
[ 


Sol Cox & Sons, 14 Sise-lane. 


Em Elizabeth, 23 

Jan 12, Sol Moon, 15 Lincoln’s-inn- fields, 

Loveday, Eliza, formerly of 29 es. ae ont te of 
Middlesex, Widow. Sols Bur 


pa ~~ jo neat 160 Oxford-st, le 
Waterhouse, Daniel, Liverpool, Merchant. Feb 1. Sol Wareing, Liver- 
a William, Southend Lodge, Larkhal!l-lane, Clapham, Surrey. Jan 31. 

Sol Stephenson, 7 Great Queen-st, St. James’s-park. 
Worrell, Charles, 11 Durham-ter, Westbourne-park, Paddington, Middle- 
sex, Esq. Jan 15. Sols C. & H. Bartley, 30 Somerset-st, Portman-sq. 


Tuxspay, Dec. 17, 1861. 


om, Christopher William, 8 Collier-st, Kent, Gent. on or before 
expiration of two months. Sols » 1 Turnwheel-lane, Can- 
bay om yy ed Great Knight Rider-st, Doctors’ Commons, 


— 


bey Cecil-sq, o——, — Jan 14, Sols Kempson & 

Trollope, 31 Abingdon-st, W 
bao ~I, Mrs. Mary, 13 Bellevue 3 Sonne, Widow. Feb1. J. Jenkins, 
near Swansea, D. Jenkins, Gwernilan, Lianamlet, near Neath, 


town gal 
Jemma Jonas, Great Horton, Bradford, Relieving Officer. Feb 11. Sol 
Oney, Charlotte, Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, Widow. Feb 1. Sol G. Aus- 


Parker, 1 Apple Inn, aha ar go he bi se by Licensed Victualler. 
March 1 Henry 6 Market-st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ward, Lieu fames, Junior United Service Club, and 34 
— rd, Mid . Janl4, Sols Senior & Attree, 

ew 


Middlesex. 
Wardell, Robert Hall, Major in the service of the Honourable East India 
= May 1. Sol Joseph Aldridge, 27 Montague-pl, Russell-sq, 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farmar, Dec. 13, 1861. 
Atkinson, William, Lyth, Yorkshire, Blacksmith. Jan 8. Atkinson v. 
Stephenson, V. C. Wood. 
Bennet, William, Derby. Surgeon. Jan 8. Davis v. Bennet, M. 
tei Glastonbury, Somersetshire, Draper. Jan 8. hs v, 


M.R. 
Campbe — Acre-lare, Brixton, Surrey, Esq. Jan&8. Campbell v. 
ton, 
Newton, John Mill Town, Sheerness, Kent, Gent. Jan2l. Newton v, 
Newton, V. C. Stuart. 
— Mary, Pox Portland-ter, Regent’s-park, Middlesex, Widow. Jan 14, 
Scatcherd, V. C. Stuart. 


Old Fish-st, London, Spinster. Jan7. Brough v. 


. 7 St. aa ig ag ot a Kent-rd, Surrey, 
Howard v. Pearson, V, C 


vy, ane 7 


(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Lyon, Henry, Huyton, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Jan 7. Lyon v. Cade, 
Office of registrar, 1 North John-st, Liverpool. 


TurspaY, Dec. 17, 1861. 
iam, Cay | Hampton, Micdliesex, Widow. March 16. Thornton v. 
owe, Bl. K. 
rato “eh Truro, Tanner and Currier. Jan7. Willyams v. Ferris, 


Pearce, Truro, Cornwall, Tanner and Currier, Jan 7. 
POiltyenee v, Ferris, M. R. 
Sita Stratiord-on-Avon, Yeoman. Jan8. Field v. Field, M. R. 
Leicester-sq, and 7 Clarence-ter, Regent’s-pk, 





(County Palatine of Lancaster). 


Peete. Ral mtr Lancashire, Attorney-at-Law. Jap 
tw ah Gray. of Registrar, 4 Nortolk-st, Manchester. 


Sssignments ‘a Benefit of Creditors. 
Toxspar, Dec. 17, 1861. 


Prendergast, James, Tobaconnist, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Nov 20. So 
Watson, 10 Royal ‘arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Faiway, Dec. 13, 1861. 
Dec. Assign- 


Bowtell, James sats Colchester, Essex, Upholsterer. 
ment. Reg Dec 9 

eee) BI Waleot-pl Kennington-rd, Surrey, Gent. Dec 7. 

Crane, William, and a Evans, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. 


Nov 14. Reg Dec 9. 

Dawson, James, btaunten teen, Beiaitiee. Nov. 28. Assign« 
ment. Reg Dec 11. 

Dodsworth, Fam, oh Wittens Bast 2, Bate iaae, Cannot-st, London, 
Printers. Nov 19 Reg Dec 11 

Frost, Catherine, ee Dee plain Ironfounders. Nov 16. As- 

ite e 

Grason, ag oe il. tela Miler, Sho ra Bes S 

Hurl Mowe, 5 Lite Alla, Goodman moon 

Harryman, Willa : 5 amma 
‘op 


Wotdernes, “homas, Daft pees, Yorkshire, Printer and Bookseller. Nov 
pt i... illiam Henry, ot Sactbiniavilti: London, Tailor. Nov 13, 


Composition. Reg Dec 
Se , Halifax, Grocer. Nov 11. Composition. Reg 
Jarman, Thomas, and Lucy Martinson, wit High-st, Islington, Mid- 
“dese, Drapers (Jarman & Martinson). Nov 12. Assignment. Reg 


— George — High-st, Sane, Manufacturing Chemist. 


Reg Dec 10. 
Johnson, ina ; Derbyshire, ‘Ironmonger. Dec 3. Assignment. 


Pryor, ‘Ea Devonshire-st, Sheffield, Stationer. Nov 15. Assignment. 


Stonham, John oy Beckley, Shffolk, Farmer. Nov. 14. Assign- 
ment. Reg Dec 10 
Ta: -. Thomas, Featherstall-rd, + alae Oldham, Machine Broker. 
Assignment. Reg Dec 


Watson, Lorina, pe My od sediaad Nov 20. Assignment. Reg Dec 11 
ToxspayY, Dec. 17, 186). 
ate. teemcarg Manchester and Bury, Lancashire, Fishmonger. Nov 


1 Reg Dec 14, 
Brierly, Jonny Manchester, Baker and Flour Dealer. Dec 13. Composi- 
tion. 


14. 

Briggs, f+ ~~ be omg hy Lake-rd, Landport, Hants, Grocer. Nov 8. Assigne 
ment. 

Brook, Wiliam, Os Ossett, Yorkshire, Rag Merchant. Nov 20. Assignment. 


Reg 
Gilbert, James, Beckley, —, Farmer, and Richard Hollands Gilbert, 


Iden, Sussex, Farmer. Noy Assignment. Reg Dec 14. 
Green, Charles, 185 Western, ‘Brighton, Gas Fitter. Nov 18. Compo- 


sition. Reg Dec 16 Composition. i ts 


Hackett, Thomas, Leicester, Grocer. Nov 27, 
—s ey 7, Wysall, Nottinghamshire, Farmer. 
Lock, Semnuel, Old Laat Plymouth, Boot and Shoe Maker. Nov 23. 


t. 
oe hee eens, Liverpool, and ‘Birkenhead, Provision 
Dealer. Dec 10, ——-. 
Newton, Edward, 52 23. yee Dec 4. 
he » Innkeeper. Nov Assign- 
Tyler, William, Crane-ct, Fleet-st, London, Printer, Nov 18. Assign- 
ment. Reg Dec 16. i 
Bankruyls. 


Friar, Dec. 13, 1861. 
Allwood, Thomas, Laws-st, Pembroke Dock, Dealer in Toys. Pet Dec 9. 
ee Sol Parry, Havertordwest. 
Bates, George, -st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Fruiterer. Nov 28. 
neste ay Yorkshire, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. 
Pet The isan, . ‘Sols Cross, Bradford, and Carriss & Tem- 
ae _ 18 


ee ae r. 
Pet Dec 10. Nottingham, Jan 8. bb my — Evora Roving. 
at, Nottingham, ee eine 0. Nottingham, 
Boswall, King-st, Richm: Surrey, and 130 Strand, Middlesex. 
as 23. Sols Laurence & Markby. Lincela’s ima. 


Bowmar, Thomas Poredy i seein take meagre gamagg alhaaal 
Pay 


Lime 
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Brown, Richard, sen., St. John’s-ter, C Butcher. 
Pet Dec 12. London, Dec 31. Sol Silvester, 18 Gniet Dotenans ‘ew- 


ington. 

Bryar, Robert, 7 Wentworth-ter, Pellon-lane, Halifax, Traveller and Cloth 
Washer Stamper. Pet Dec 11. Halifax, Dec 27. Sol Jubb, Halifax. 
Buckley, John, Stanley Mills, ghee gee Miller. Pet Decl0. Hanley, 

Dee 23. Sol Tennan 


it, Hanle 

Butler, William, Poole, Coach. ; Builder. Pet Dec 11. London, Dec 23. 
Sols Flux & Argles, 9 Mincing-lane, for Durrant, Poole. 

Carnell, Annie, 12 Wellington-ter, Wellington-rd, St. John’s Wood, Mid- 
dlesex, Widow, Hotel Keeper. Pet Dec 11. London, Dec 27. Sols 
Howard & Dollman, 141 Fenchurch-st, 

Carter, Jonathan, Blue Boar Inn, Mi lene-st, Exeter, Licensed Vic- 


tualler. Pet Dec 10. Exeter, Dec 26. Sol Floud, Exeter. 
Cavell, Charles Upton, Ramsgate, Poulterer. Pet Dec 10. Ramsgate, 
Dec 24. Sol Towne, Ramsgate. 
Clarke, Samuel, 66 Lower Union-st, Torquay, Fruiterer. Pet Dec 9. 
‘ewton- Abbot, Dec 24. Sol Carter, Torquay. 
= bat fh be ag Garnet tes Cabinet Maker. Pet Dec 9. New- 
arter, 
coleayne, vittion. pach iag Sch master. Pet Dec 9. Nottingham, 


Jan 8. Sols Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 
Cox, ro em aig Worcester. Pet Dee 4. Worcester, Dec 27. 
es, 
om John, Duffield, "Victualler. Pet Dec 9. Belper, Dee 24. Sol Smith, 


Dalby, Wittiam, and John Hadfield, Burtan- -upon-Trent, Builders. Pet 
Dec 9. Burton, JanG. Sol Flint, Uttoxeter. 

Dann, Charles Reuben, py eng t, Nottingham, Optician. Pet Dec 10. 
Nottingham, an 8. Sol Coope, Nottingham. 

De John, 5 Portland-pl, Wandsworth-rd, Surre: Tulse, Professor of 

usic. Pet 9. London, Jani. Sols Howard, H: & Trustram, 

a Paternoster-row. 


House, Goswell-ter, Goswell-rd, Tailor. 


0. London, Dec 
Evans, Samuel, Great Coggeshall, Essex, Gardener. Pet Dec 3. Brain- 
tree, 26. Cardinall, Halstead. 
Feavyer, William, St. Martin’s, Oak-st, Norwich, Baker. Pet Dee 9. 
Norwich, Dec 23. Sol Sadd, Ni 
Pet Dec 9. 


Fapana, John Anthony, Langdon-st, Salford, Cordwainer. 
Salford, Dec 23, Sol Swan, Manchester. 
Faulkner, mag Benjamin Wight Faulkner, and Charles Joseph Faulkner, 
row, Birmingham, Common Brewers. Pet Dec6. Birmingham, 
Jan 13. Sols James & Knight, ane 
Licensed Vie- 


Fellows, Edmund, snenee S-8q, 
taalier: Pet Dec 9. ion, Dec 24, Sols Liakietee & Hackwood, 7 
Walbrook, London. 

Frankland, — 17 Commercial-rd East, Middlesex, Schoolmaster 

oner. Pet Dec8. London, Dec 23. Sol mone, 7 Old Jewry. 
Garrett, Jeremiah Wase, Woodb: Suffolk, Grocer. Pet Sept 10. 
ge, Dec 24. Sol Churchyard, Woodbridge. 
omcene, Robert, Prince of Wales I rough, Cattle Dealer. 
Pet 9. Peterborough, Dec 24. Sol Rutland, Peterborough. 

Gomme, soho, 5 Stonehouse, Brimscombe, Gloucestershire, Coal and Slate 
— Pet Dec 9. Bristol, Dec 30. Sols Abbot, Lucas & Leonard, 

tol. 

George, Stephen, Doldre, Tregaron, en Draper. Pet Dec 4, 
Lampeter, Dec 23. Sol Lloyd, 

Gibson, William, 4 Lizzard-st, Saint fan ies, Ironfounder. Pet 
Dec il. London, Dec 27. Sol Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 

Gillin, William, Paul’s Row Ward, Chipping Wycombe, Buckinghamshire, 
Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Dec il. High Wycombe, Jan 8. Sol 
Clarke. High Wycombe. 

Gorbell, Francis Lerebours, Whitechurch, Somersetshire, School Master 
and Coal Owner. Dec 9. Bristol, Dec 24. Sol Brittan, Bristol. 

Gough, William, Quart Pot Beer-house, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Pet 
Dec 12, Gloucester, Dec 27. Sol Cooke, Gloucester. 

Gould, Thomas, Cradley-heath, Rowley Regis, Staffordshire, Butcher. 
Pet Dec 7 (in forma pauperis). Stafford, Dec 23. Sol Walker, Litchfield. 


Harrison, Henry George, 2 Halt Moon-cres, Edward-st, Barnsbury-rd, 
Islington, Middlesex, Smith. Pet Dec 10. London, Dec 28. Sol 
Peverley, 19 Coleman-st. 


Henderson, Matthew, Castle Eden, Durham, Groom. Pet Dec6. Hartle- 
, Dee 23. Sot Todd, Hartlepool. 
Henson, James, aillgate, Newark-upon-Trent, Jobber. Pet Dec 10. 


Newark, Dec 28. 
Hepworth, George Augustus Hartlebury, Gloucester, Surgeon. Pet 
Dee 11. Bristol, Dee 31. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 


Holly, Walter, Charter-house, Hinton, Somersetshire, Miller’s Man. Pet 
. Dec 9. Taunton, Dec 31. - 
orne, 26 Felix-ter, Liverpool-rd, Islington, Middlesex, Grocer. 
Le Dec 11. wis Dec 26. Sol Hutson, 20 Upper Clifton-st, Fins- 


bury, London. 
Howard, Frederick John, 2 Werrin -st, Oakley-sq, Middlesex, 
chant's Clerk. Pet Dec 9. Berne a4 4, Sol Dean, 27 New Peo 


St, 
Huckell, Wailman, Willingham, or ge Farmer, 
don, Dec 27. “a & C. Cole. 


Pet Dec 12. 
Essex-street, Strand, and E. 


| Pugsley, Walmer House, Torquay, Livery Stable 
Newton Abbo bbot, Dec 24. Sol Carter, ne Baitp- 


Cardigan, Dec 26. 
ert Samuel Orbell, Great Oaklen, Essex, Baker. Pet Nov 29. 
London, Dec 26. Sol Jones, Colchester. 

Lee, Thomas, Wymondham, Leicestershire, Innkeeper. Pet Dec 9. Mel- 

ton Mowbray, Dec 27. Sol Latham, Melton Mowbray. 

= Frederick », Market Deeping, Lincolnshire, Glazier. Pet Dec 

» Dec 23. Sot Deacon, Peterborough, 

Liovd, ie en Hoste Norris, etches Pet. 
Dec 9, Stockport, Jan 3. Sol Dawson, Manchester. 

Maguire, bong 5 © Arcus East, es 
Agent. . London, 24. Sol oven. Wer Warwick. 
nae hwo 

Frome, ge eS Brush Manufacturer. t 

Mie 10. 10. Frame Dec 27. " 


eo Sie, ncnbae bie Carat ppc, | 





Mitchell, » Nehemiah, Have Howey-lane, Congleton, Chester, Tailor. Pet Dec 10. 
Congleton, 

Mollard, Thomas, theca Arthur-at, wera Birmingham, Schoolmaster. 
Pet Dec 10. Birmingham, Dee 20. Sol Allen, Birmingham. 

Monnery, Hi 3 Commercial-ter, New om Sussex, 
and Guilder.’ Pet Dec 10. Brighton, Dec 24. Sol Goodman, 


Moore, Jesse Cornelius, 14 Little Towe Wholesale Tea 
Dealer. Pet, Dec 9. London, Dec 26, ry, land Langford & Marsden, 59 
Friday-st. 

Morris, Harriet Ann, 10 Semoten- ti, Brighton, Widow. pa be pays Sing 
London, Dec 31. Sols Dimmock, 2 Suffolk-lane, London, 

Woods & Dempoter, Brighton. 

Newton, John Turton, Birchills, Walsall, Lime Master. Pet Dec 10, 
Birmingham, Jan 13. Sol Webb, Birmingham. 

Owen, William Hill, 326 Albany-rd, Camberwell, Sertey, [ooh Surveyor. 
Pet Dec 10 (in forma pauperis). London, Dec 31. Sol Munday, 6 Essex- 


st, Strand. 
Pattison, John, Hood’s-bldgs, Gateshead, Farmer. Pet Dec 9. Gateshead, 
Dec 28. Sol Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Pedgrift, Harry, Laxfield, Suffolk, Surgeon, Pet Dec 10. London, Dec + 
27. Sols ars Taylor, & Moseley, Old Jewry-chmbrs, and Moseley . 
Framlingham, Suffolk. 


& Mosele: 
Phillips oe oe 
Sens Pet Dec 9. Gloucester, Dec 24. Sol Wilkes. A 
Pike, Thorens James, 17 North Audley-st, Middlesex, Gilder. Dec 9. ° 
London, Dec 24. Sols Miller, Horn, & Murray, 7 St. Mercin's gh Tra-- 


Porter, Jobe, 98 Lisson-gr, and 1 John’s-yard, Lisson-gr, Marylebone, : 
Middlesex, Looking Glass Manufacturer. Pet Dec U3 London, Dee 28. 
Sol Hampson, 54 SS caaaten La ror Nanay ; 

Potter, Thomas Nadauid, Smalley and Mapperiey, Butchers Pet Det 9. . 


Belper, Dec 24. Sol Shaw, iaer. 
— Samuel, Barkby, Leicestershire. Pet Dec 10. Birmingham, 
raver. Pet Dec 11. Manchester, 


23. 
Roberts, Frederick, Manchester, 
Dec 24, Sols Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & hes, Manchester. 
Roebuck, James, Woburn, Bedford, Baker. Pet Dec 10. Dec 27. 
Sols Martin, Thomas, & Hollams, Mincing-lane-chmbrs, and 
un, Bedford 
al James Nicholas, 23 Princes-st, Chelsea, Solicitor’s Clerk. Pet Dec. 
11. London, Dec 26. Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely-pl, Holbora. 
ee, Benjamin Moxon, Humber-st, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bottle Dealer. 
Nov 28. Kingston-upon-Hull, Dec 27. 
ee James, 71, Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, ey Livery-stable 
Pet Dec 10. London, Dec 28. soa Beard, 10 Basinghall-st. 
ahallen | Henry White, 24 Munster-st, Regen Oar k Middlesex, Green- 
Sols & Paddison, 3 New 


grocer. Pet Dec 10. a Dec 24. 
Boswell- ct, Carey-st, London. 

goes? William, 53 Cansews -lane, Leicester, Builder. Pet Dee 11. 

Dee 23. Leicester. 

Sinpane Dental, King: Wools! Staffordshire, Beerseller. 
Pet Dee 12. eet Bec > tall. 

Sissons, Charles, . = Smallware and General 
Dealer. Pet Dec Bingham, Jan 21. Sol Buttery, Bi 

ria cremem 2 Pathan, Middlesex, Brewer. Pet Dec 10. » Dec 

& Downing, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Soatah, Sam S agg End, Rushall, Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler. 

Walsall, 24, Sol Duignan, Walsall. 


Spain, William Thomas, 6 Albion-ter, Chelsea, Middlesex, ee 
Clerk. Pet Dec 10, London, Dec 28. Sols Mille & Smith, 6 Chatham. 


pl, Blackfriars. 

Stamp, Thomas, Bridford, Devonshire, Builder. Pet Dee 11. Exeter, 
Dec 26. Sol Fryer, Exeter. 

Stevenson, James, Fox-ter, Dewsbury-rd, Leeds, Salesman. Pet Lee 10. 
Leeds, Dec 31. Sol Harie, Leeds. 

Sugden, Henry, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Alkali Manufacturer. Pet Dec 9. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 23, Sol Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Tassell, William, Ranelagh-st, Liverpool, Hosier. Pet Dec 5. Liverpool, 


Dec 27. Sols Reed, and Evans, Son, & Sandys. 
Toft, Lewis, Rewchape ogy Potter. Pet Dec 9. Hanley, Dec 
ng 


wyman, Geo rg, Ramsgate Upholsterer. Pet Dec 5. Ramsgate, Dee 24. 
Sol Towne, Tara 


Twyman, William a Ramsgate, Upholsterer. Pet Dec 5, Rams- 
gate, Dec 24. Sol To wne, Ramsgate. 

Uttley, Abraham, 1 St. James’s-st, Bacup, Lancashire, Chemist and 
Druggist. Pet Dec 11. Bacup, Dec 26. Sol Watson, Bury. 

—_ Samuel, Rotherfield, Sussex, Corn and Coal Merchant. Pet Dec 

‘London, Dec "4 Sole, Turner, & Turner, 68 gore’ 

FE anch John Hicks, Redruth, Cornwall, Cabinet Pet Dec tt. 
Exeter, Dec 30. Sols Peter, Redruth, or Turner & Hi 

Ward, John, Escomb, Durham, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Dec 9. Bishop 
Auckland, Dec 26. Sol Dolphin, Wolsingham. 

Waugh, Robert John, Lanchester, Durham, Mason. Pet Dec 9. Durham, 
Dec 23. Sol Marshall, Durham. 

Duddeston Mill-rd, Aston-juxta-. 

Pet Dec 10. Birmingham, Jan 3. 


Robinson, st, ingham. 
Wilkinson, "Thomas Charles, 11 Cross-st, New propre Old Kent-rd, 
ee Baker, Pet Dec. London, Dec 28. Sol Marshall, #2 Hatton- 
witene, Richard, Pen Liantrissant, GI Beer 
Retailer, Pet Dec 9. ypridd, Dec 26. Sor Ensor, 


Winter, George, Menthorpe, Howden, Yorkshire. Pet Dec 11. Leeds, Jan 8. 
Sol Vollans, Hull. 
Wilson, John, | Dane-hill, Row, Margate, Dealer in Toys. Pet Dee 10. 
Margate, Dec 26. Sol Boys, 

Wood, David, Bramley, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufacturer, Pet Dec 4. Leeds, 
Dec 23. Sol Richardson & Turner, Leeds. 

Wyatt, Edwin, Penmaenmawr, Dwygytylchi, Carnarvonshire, H 
Keeper. Pet Dec 11. Liverpool, Dec 27. Sol Cartwright, Chester. 


Torspay, Dec. 17, 1861. 


aa, aa olverhampton, Engine Manufacturer, Pet Dec 11. 
27, Sas James & Knight, Birmiaghaa, “ 


Dec paret, Georg, inn mittee ™ 
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John, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Printer. Pet Dec 10. Ashby-de- 

, Dee 23. Sol *Cheatle, Ashby-de-la- 

yr Walter, 21 Edwards-st, Portman-sq, Middlesex, Dentist. Pet 
Dec 14. London, Jan 6. pehensg er ob tenable b oneal 

Bi 


» William , Longton, Staffordshire, Grocer 

. Pet Dee 13. Stoke-upon-Trent, Dec 28. Sol Litchfield, 

Brown, Edmund, 12 Napier-st, Shieldfield, Newcastle-upon- 
Draper’s Assistant. Pet Dec 14. Newcastle, Jan 16. Sol Joel, 
tibeck, ‘Thomas, 

Bulbeck, Chichester, Timber Merchant, Pet Dec 7. London, 
Jan 2. Sols Linklaters & Hackwood,? W. rook, Loridon. 

Bull, William, 19 St John's-sq, Clerkenwel!, “uiidkene, Bath Proprietor. 
Pet Dec 13. London, Dec 30. Sol Wells, Moorgate-st. 

Burdett, Benjamin, Cumberworth, Huddersfield, Skirt Manufacturer. 
Pet Dec 4. Leeds, Jan7. Sols Armitage, Huddersfield, and Bond & 


Barwick, 
Burke, John, n, Louth, Tailor and gaa Draper. Pet Dee 14. Louth, 
Dee 30. Sols Brown & Son, 
Burridge, pion, Bir Birmingham. Tet Dec 21. 
= Francis, Meriden, Warwickshire, Maltster and Farmer. Pet Dec 16. 


Birm Jan . oni James and K t, 
Cahane mtward. 3 ind, and 3 doldse-nguite, "iiddiceex, Tailor. 


la-Zouc 





cumin, Dec 27. i Solomon, 22 ig roe 
Campbell, Alexander, 3 Elswick “lane Tyne, Master and 
Mariner. Pet Dec 12 (in forma Newcastle, Ja 


ris). 
en. oo 7 Roe! axperia. Tothill-fields, Wiciehilede, 
London, Dee ‘o. Sol Marshall, 12 Hatton- 


Clie esamin ‘ullavington, Wiltshire, Gna poms. Pet Dée 13. 
Bee fl Ab Lacan sit, ‘Pet Dee 13. Maidstone 

mn utcher 
Dee 30.” Sol Mi yess : 
ba J“ Henry, Princes End, Stafford, Tailor and Draper. Pet 


Dec 
Deven, Kufos Alexander James, 4 Kingston Russell-pl, Oakley-sq, Mid- 
Surgeon. Pet Dec 12. London, Dee 31. Sol Beard, 10 Basing- 


“tinder, Pe 


desex, 
hall- street. 


Diamond, George, 39 h-st, Gosport, Dealer in Stationery. Nov. 19. 
Portsmouth, Dec 28. Stening, Portsea. 
Déllitaore, Geotge, Ivinghoe, Bucki lamshire, Grocer. Pet Dec 11. 
Leighton Buzzard, Jan 15. Sol i , Hatton-garden, 
William, Mil: ,. Tideswell, Derbyshire, Licensed 


r. Dee ll. ia, Dee 

Drew, John, 18 High-st, Camberweil, Surrey, Clerk to an Attortiey. Pet 
Dec 13, London, Jan 9. Sol Hill; 10 Basinghall-st. 

Eccles, Ji Church-st, Paddock, near Teddersield, Grocer. Pét 
Dec 4, dersfield, Jan 2. Sol Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Eglinton, James, 124 Enston-rd, St. Pancras, Middjesex, Dealer in Car- 
riages. wet Dec 13 (in forma pauperis). London, Jan7. Sol Holt, 

Chancery-lane. 

Evans, som ee an Carnarvonshire, Tailor and Draper. 

Portmadoc. Dec 


omas, A Predbél-st Liverpool, Car Proprietor. Dec 12. Liver- 
pool, Jan 2. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool. 
Everest, William, Clarence-st, B ton, Sussex, Attorhey-at-Law. Pet 
Dec 14. London, Jan7. Sol Silvester, 18 Great Dover-st, Stirrey. 
Fellows, Edmund, Augustus-sq, nt’s-park, Middlesex, Licensed 


Pet Dee 5. 


—, Pet Dec 9. London, Dec 21. Sols Linklater & Hackwood, 
Ford, Charles, Townley-st, Poulton-le-Sands, near Lancaster, Surgeon. 
Pet Dec 13. Lancaster, Sol Rawlinson, 


Dec 27. mere, Lone. 
r—_ dane, Ealing, Middlesex. Nov 18. London, Jan 16. Sol Aldridge, 


Vannhon Henry, Manchester, Importer of Fancy Goods. Pet Dec 13. 
Jan 2 and 31. Sols Linklaters & Hackwood. 

Gallagher, John, St. John’s Market, Liverpool, Fruit Dealer. Dee 12. 

Liverpool, Jan 2. Sols Evans, Son, & Sandys, Live 

German, Robert, 62 Regent-st, Westminster, Seucaesinah Carpenter. Pet 
om ip wane sd beenia ring Cross. 

33 Ebenezer-et, Swansea, Oil and Grease Mantifacturer. 

“Pe Pet bee 10, 10.’ Bristol, Dee 30. Sols Simons & Plews, Merthyr, or Hender- 


Grbtle, , ae ‘West ree: ~~? “wane and Farmer. Pet 


Dec 9. Exeter, Jan 2. 
stadt, Tabeised, Pet Dec 10. Chel- 


Haines, Amos, | Francis- 
tenham, Dec 31, Sol iitiams, Cheltenham. 


Hardman, John, Newchurch, Forest of Rossendale, Sg tg Confec- 


tioner. Pet Dec 12. Bacup, Dec 26. Sol Partington, Bac 
Harrison, Ann, Durham, Licensed Victnaller. ‘Pet Dee 11. 
—— 30. Sols Ingledew & Daggett, Newcastle- 


Harrie, dane 6 Cain-pl, Kentish-town, _ Clarendon-mews, Pog mn 


town, rm Merchant and 
as Dec 10. London, ti Sols Evans, Newbon, & 


» Doctor 
Heks, Robert, 1 Ti ple-st, Biriitol, Deal Pet Dec 12. Bristol, 
Sari Sones nes " 
Dec 11. Stafford, Dec 


ies, Rum Bloxwich, Staffordshire, Victualler. 


Hindson, Lancelot, 25 Stepney-cottage, Newca stle-upon-Tyne, Tailor. 
Pet Dec 13. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 30. Sol I Beckington, New- 
Hi xine, Theenans Carbrooke, Norfolk, General Smith, Pet Dee 14. 
ia Sols Shirreff & Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and Pollard, 
; 
men, 


Frederick, Rudston, Yorkshire, Tailor. Pet Dec 14. Bridlington, 
Sol Hodgson, Great Driffield. 
Holmes, Kegon egy Tailorand Draper. Pet Dec 12. Sheffield, Dec 
28, jason, " 
ee Ss New-rd s Rentek ? amaans Blacksmith. Pet Dee 12. 
iy Boo B., Sal 100, , Hampetend. rd, Middlesex. Pe Dee 1 
‘ome, | ames, ‘vershott-st, lesex. Pet 4. 
London, Jan 3. Sol 
Hopkins, 


hg A 


Hoy, » 181 Golden-lane, Se Lake, Gass Dealer, and 04 Murray-at, 





New North-rd, Middlesex, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet Dec 16. ae 


Jan 9. S6l Smith, 15 Wilmington-sq , London. 
Howard, William Little, 14 Bolwetl-ter, Lambeth, 
— Pet Dee 11, tate beat hdl dese & 
Hunt, Hen Th 33 Goldsmi od 
un ry Thomas, ith-row, Hackney-rd, Middlesex, 
Pet Dec 10. tenien, Dec 31. Sol Atkinson, 51 bL Bedford: Tow. 
Inch, Christopher, Fleet-street, » Torquay, Fly or Cab Proprietor. Pet Bee 


6. Newton-Abbot, Dec 28 
, Little Preston, Yorkshire, Banksman. Pet Dee 11, Pome 
tefract, Jan 4. Sol Hall, Leeds. . 
Alfred, 1 Le a ts ony Nate Pet Dee 12. 
31. Sol Doyle, 2 ee an oe Delasaux, 
Johns, William, Eaton-villa, George’s-rd, West Derby. Lancashire, 
mercial Traveller. Dec 12. Liverpool, Dee 27, 
verpool, General Dealer. Dec 12. Liver« 
Proprietor. Pet Be 
Binns, 1 -94; » London. 
Keenan, George William, 4 Gt. St. Andrew-st, Bloomsbury, 
Undertaker. Pet Dec 14. London, Jan 3. Sol Fittman, 94 
Stamford-st, Lambeth, Surrey. 
Leedham, William, Shegbarn, near mentee, Yorkshire, Shop Keeper. - 


Pet Dee 11. Tadcaster,Jan 1. Sol Harle 

Lister, Thomas, Derbyshire, Colliery Proprietor. Pet Bee 
14, Sheffield, Dec 28. Sol Unwin, Sheffield. 

Marsden, Alexander , Clochester, Draper. Pet Dee 12. Londew, 


Jan 2, Sols Davidson, Bradbury, & Hardwick, 22 a 
Masod, Inne, Aberaman, Aberdare, Shoemaker. Dee 11. Bee 
poh Edward, 21 Lower Eaton-st, Pimlico, Middlesex. 

Pet Dec 13. London, Jan 1. Sols Doyle, 9 We i en 


Delasaux, Canterbury. se 
Meredith, Charles Edmund, 17 Bedford-st, Manchester, a Stationer. 
Pet Dec 12. Manchester, Dec 28. Sol Swan, Mancheste' 
Mew, Joseph Parker, and Thorne, Newport and West Cowes, Isle 


of Wight, Engineers. Pet ov 18, London, Dec 31. Sols Reed, 3 
Gresham-st, London, and J Es t, Birminghani. 
Mills, John, Dudley, Baker. Pet se Dadley, Dev 27. Sol Warming. 


ton, Dudley. 
Morris, Herbert, 24 Guildford-st, Russell-sq, Middlesex, Clerk to the sony 4 
don and Brighton Railway deegeng:” "Pet Dec 14. Londos, Jan 
Sols Lewis & Lewis, 10 Ely- 2 = 
= James, Crewe, near twich, Cheshire, Victualler. Dee 18, 
Palmer, Joseph, 33 Cheyne-walk, Chelsea, Middlesex, Printef. Pet Déc 
14. Londen, Dec 30, Sol Mote, Bucklersbury. 


Pesniadate Catharine, Station Parade, Wood Ditzon, Poriercid 
Schoolmistress. Pet Dee 13. Newmarket, Jan 3. : 


bridge. 

—- gy 27 aS elsea, 
Pet Dec London, Dec 30. Sol Johnson, 30 Denghty- 

Potter, Sonn, Cotmanhay, Iikestone, Derbyshire. Pet Dec 12. Nottingharit, 
Jan 9. Sol Brewis, Nottingham. 

Purdue, James, 30 Brooke- % Holborn, Midilesex. Pet Dec 16 (itt fornia 
pauperis). London, Jan 2 

Rackett, Joseph, 39 Bell-yd, Carey- st, Middlesex, Tin Box Manufactarér, 
ea At bond London, Jan 2. Sol Cattell, 1 Brunswick-row. Queet’s-sq, 


Rees, jenn Fe Pellett-st, Cardiff, Grocer, Dec li. Cardiff, Dec 


Richards, George, Brass House-yd, Broad-st, Birmingham, Case 
Maker, Pet Dec 13. Birmingham, Jan 24. Sol Smith, q 
Rogers, John, Feltham, Middlesex, Market Gardner, Pet Dee 1%. Lait 

don, Jan 7. Sol May, 2 Adelaide-pl, London. 
Russell, Richard, 10 Basnett-st, Liverpool, Lithographic Prifiter, Dee fa. 
Liverpool, Dee 27. 
ler. Pet Deo 


Samuel, Lyon, 13 Bury-st, Saint Mary Axe, London, Jewel) 
12. London, Jan 2. Sol Murray, 26 Great St. Helen’s, London. 
Shespard, Walter, 16 Brazennose-st, Manchester, also of 107, Dale-at, 
Huime, Manchester, Auctioneer. Pet Dec 14. Manchester, Dec 28. 
Shivmell, 1 en white’ Bit rd, Li l-rd, Ishi 
immell, Henry. ite Horse-yard, Liverpool-rd, 
Livery Stable Keeper, Pet Dec 4'(in forms panperia).  Lotidddl, 4 
30. i Holt, Quality-ct. 
Sickling, Zachary, 12 Detlernalion, Reynold’s-ct, Moor-lane, Létidon. 
‘ancy Stick Maker. Pet Dec 13. London, Dec 80. Sol Phipos, 20 
Coleman-st. 
Sills, Charles, Chesham, ee Horse Dealer. Pet Dee 16 (in 
forma paaperis). London, Jaa , 
Slack, J Sheffield, Leather Cutter. Pet Dec 7. Shéffield; Dee 28, 
Broomhead, Sheffield. 
Smart, Charles, "King-st, Thetford, Norfolk, 
Thetford, Dec a1. Sol oe Northwold. 
jeton, le 
Starr, Joseph, Egford-lane, Frome, Selwood, Somerstahite, Cloth Dresser. 
Pet Dec 11. Frome, Dec 30, Sol Dunn, 4 
2 North Oharch 


Staurenghi, Alexander, 2 st, 
Cardiff, a in Cattle, Watches, and Jewellery. Pet Dec 12. Cardiff, 
Sol Willcocks, Cardiff. 


Dee 30. 

Stute, nts, toe Pe, 112, Fieet-st, London, Beer Retailer atid Reftesh- 

Wen Lam ise Ke-per. Pet Dee 16, London, Jan 7. Sol Kent; 11, Cantion- 
anner, Charles John rd, Datlston, Lixiett and 


9 Cleveland-ter, Vietoria- 

"Wreaten Draper, Pei Dee 13. London, Jan 1. Sol Cooper, 9 Charing- 
Tapp, James Bryant, & Charles Tapp, Chesterfield, Boiler Makers, Pet 
Tayler, Hoary, bFrederckvila, Laren veree, Gane ne 
‘ayler, -villas, Lavender-grove, 2 Delile, 

Middlesex, — Clerk. t Dec 13. London, Dec 28, 
Titehbourne, Soonnel Wi ae Wolverhampton, Commission Agent, 


ret Dee tt ¢ If. Statord, Deo 4 ta 
bis Pet Deo 5, Penal 2 _ arkarvandies Coon Dae Os 
“mae Pe Pet Deo 13. Neri erp Waa eat ah 
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rd, Huddersfield, Woollen Dyer. Pet Dec 5. 

d, Huddersfield. 

Orchard, Coventry, Cattle and Pig Dealer. 
Pet Dec 4. Coventry, Jan 4. Sol Sherwood, 

— James Henry Bordieu, 47 Leinster-sq, Hyde-park, Middlesex. 

Dec 12. London, Dec 30. 

Veumten William, 7 Christmas-st, Bristol, Fish Dealer. Pet Dec 10. 
Bristol, Jan 9. Sol Sabine, Bristol. 

Vigors, David Wood, Cadoxton- -juxta-Neath, Glamorganshire, Shorthand 
Writer. Pet Decl. Neath, Jan 8. Sol Cuthbertson, Neath. 

Walker, John, 60 Russell-st, Hulme, Manchester, Book Keeper and Agent. 
Pet Dec 13. Manchester, 27. Sol Manchester. 

Ward, Willis=:, 12 and 13 Whitefriars-lane, Coventry, Ribbon Manufac- 
turer. Pet Dec 13. Birmingham, Dec 30. Sol Duke, cnr ag" 

Waterhouse, Poole, Watford, Baker. Pet aan London, Dec 30. Sols 
Robinson ‘& Hine Haycock, 32 Charterhouse: 

Watts, Alfved, Freemantle, & Bassett, and *hedwell, Hants, Builder. 
Pet Dec 14. “London, Jan 3. Sols Peterson, 7 Bouverie-st, London, and 
Mackey, Southampton. 

Whitehead, Robert, Thomas-st, Coventry, Butcher. Pet Dec 10. Coven- 
try, Jan 4. Sol Overell, Coventry. 

White, William, Paterchurch Inn, Frout-st, Pembroke, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Pet Dec 14. Pembroke. Jan6. Sol Parry, Pembroke-Dock. 

Whitehouse, Samuel, 25 St. eed -st, 24; "Sat Allen, Birming 
Pet Dec 13. Birmingham 

Williamson, William, 10 College st, ‘Putney, Surrey, ay, Lien Draper. Pet 
Dec 12, “London, Dec 28 Sol Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 

Wood, Samuel, Huddersfield, Dealer in German Yeast, Pet Dec 10. Hud- 
dersfield, Jan 2. Sol Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Worrall, Arthur, Dudley, Architect. Dec 11. Stafford, Dec 30, 

Wymark, John, 34 Norfolk-sq, Brighton, Carpenter and Stationer. 

Dec 14. Brighton, Dec 28. Sol Lamb, Brighton. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripar, Dec. 13, 1861. 
Cooke, George, Knighton, a. ge Upholsterer. 
Farbon, William, Horncastle, Lincoln, Miller. 
Turspar, Dec. 17, 1861. 
Case, Richard, 60 Bethnal-green-rd, Middlesex. Dec 12. 


Pet 


Dec. 9. 








VHE GUINEA HAMPER, » consisting of one Bottle 
Port, one ditto Sherry, one ditto Brandy, itto Rum, one ditto 
Gin, one ditto Whiskey. Hamper and Bottles included.—To be had of 
CHARLES A. SIMPSON, 4, Sermon-lane, Doctors’-commons, London, E.C 
Post-office Orders $o be made payable at the by oye Post Office. Bottled’ 
Ales and Stout “~ the finest perfection. Price list of Wines, &c., sert free 
per post on application. 


OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS ro raz 
QUEEN, beg to recommend the poe 4 Fashionable and Superior 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of Choice 
PERFUMERY. 


John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d. 

John Gosnell & Co.'s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per- 
fume of exquisite 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion- 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER- 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing 

. Price 1s. and 1s. 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfumed, 

ont ee sooemmmnenited for beautifying and promoting the growth of 


John Gosnell & Co.’s GOLDEN OIL—Moélline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ 

rease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like w rey oy he ig the 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CREAM, Is. and Is, 6d. 
in pots ; | aaa: for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price Is 

mt Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 

pp a which preduces a good natural colour with perfect certainty, 
the least possible trouble. 
Manufactory, 12, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London. 


URNITURE CARRIAGE FREE.—RICHARD 
LOADER and Co. have just published a new and elaborate ILLUS- 
TRATED YURNISHING GUIDE, comprising 216 well executed designs 
of ae pmerneele gene abe Furniture, Iron Bedsteads, &c., which may be 
had on and post free. Every article warranted, and 
deli earviage Yee to any yt of the Unliod Kingdom, Manufttory 
and Show Rooms, 23 and 24, Finsbury-pavement, London, E. 


*,* An inspection is respectfully invitea before Ae elsewhere. 


LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 
ne to his _ a 114, High os eae oe 
pea det ewrry he gee respectfully solicits an inspection of his new 


IRGIN VINEGAR for PICKLING, warranted 
made from Malt only, and perfectly pure. S‘amilies supplied. 
SARSON & SON, near the Gate, City-road. Carriers call daily, 

















AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 


Goven & Boyce, 12, 
wich-read. 


RELOAR’S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 
quality and moderate prices. 
T. TRELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London. 


K AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 
to damp, as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Museum, 
—— Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 
offices 
F. G. TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 


VERCOATS.—Gentlemen about purchasi 
overcoats and Winter clothing should pa i * 
CLOTHING ESTABLISHMENT, 294 and 295, High H 
will find ee a. all the newest and’ most suchionanis sontectnie 
very ption of coats, cut on the most improved principles, 

and of superior workmanship, and cheaper than any other house in 
don. Also 1,000 different patterns of trowsers, at 15s, 6d. per pair, 
usually charged 18s, to 21s, 

The ORDER DEPARTMENT is replete with every novelty of the 
season. 

The Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen 
doors west ot Chancery-lane). 


te ee YOU GOT ANY BOYS? If so, a 
should take them to PREW’S CLOTHING be wesc 
the Great Metropolitan Wardrobe, where you can select from the 
stock of best styles of every description ot boys and youths’ 
cheaper than any other house in the kingdom. 

B, PREW, ‘Tailor, Hatter, Hosier, and General Outfitter, the Great 
Metropolitan Wardrobe, 294 and 295, High Holborn (fifteen doors west of 


Bush-lane, Cannon-street, Manufactory, Green: 
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AIR DYE! HAIR DYE! HAIR DYE!~— 

GILLINGWATER’S ATRAPILATORY is the best Hair Dye in 

hair dyed instantly to beautiful and natural 

injury to hair or skin, and the ill effects 

—Sold at all Leagy yy ke nomeagi fser hey 

We GitLincwaTer, 148, Holborn-bars, and 96, ~ 

free to an railway station in the kingdom in cases, 3s. 6d., 

5s. 64., and 10s. 64. 6d. each. 

WONDERFUL LIGHT.—The most brilliant 

and economical artificial light known is obtained from the STELLA 

LAMP. No smoke! No smoke! No danger! During 12 consecutive hours 

Seen Ween be on The secret of success arises from com- 
bustion. Oo not use gas, oy a ee ee ee 

adopt the STELLA LAMP. Price 1s. 3d. to 3 guineas ; office lamps from 


Depot, No 11, Oxford-street, adjoining the Star Brewery. 


Ree. Rheumatic Gout, and Taeumaiio 








pares yay gtr « the London Bible Mission. Sold 
druggists.—Wholesale and retail depét, No. 70, 
1s. 1$4., and 2s. 14d. per bottle. 


OLLOWAY’S PILLS. — DESPONDENCY — 
LOW SPIRITS.—The misery occasioned by disordered digestion is 
unfortnnately fel , known to every one. bays = tet ng 
pap epng Reng Bape the or Or ee ee — 
red acto. A course of these invaluable ball 
ew Pod Fare - a hey en of these 
se the stomach, and 


pursuits: They st: 
brace the nerves. Holloway’s Pills are 
systems enfeebled by late hours, hard living, — or any other 
excess which is known to debilitate and and exhaust the h uman constitution. 
So SUMPTION and other diseases characterized by 
2 chnsetatinn af so ied coneeh be enna oe see alleviated 
until eet he tees reduced. This can only be a by the use of 
COD LIVER OIL, as eens at See for Consum: 
lee, London. See Royal and Chirurgical Society's 
actions, Vol. 42, og 1859; Lancet, tae 9, 1859; Pharmaceutical Journal, 
August 1, 1859, 


lane, E.C. 








Prepared only by G. Borwicx, Sole Licensee, 21, Little Moorfields, 
London, Sold in 28. 64., 4s. 9d., and 9s, Bottles, by all Druggists. 
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